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By Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H.Res. 305) to pay Fannie
A, Clarke $32.25—to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. LATIMER: A concurrent regolution of the legislature
of South Carolina, favoring an a&:ropriation for a canal between
the North Santee River and the South Santee River—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
Ehlel following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr, ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R, 18910) to remove the
record of dishonorable discharges from the military records of
John Shamburger, Louis Smith, and Henry Metzger—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R, 18911) granting an increase
of pension to Rebecca H. Stratton—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 13912) granting an increase of pension to
Julia Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 13913) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13914) granting a pension to
Sarah L. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13915) granting a pension to Nancy J. Riley—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13916) granting an increase of pension to
Frederick K. Noyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13917) granting an increase of pension to
James A. Copen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 13918) to remove the charge of desertion from
;hg record of John H. Ladd—to the Committee on Military Af-

airs.

By Mr. DAHLE: A bill (H. R. 13019) to remove the charge of
desertion against Thomas Kelley—to the Commiftee on Military

airs.

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13920) granting a pension to
Helen A. B, Du Barry—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 13921) granting a pension to
Solomon Riddell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. '

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13922 1) granting a pension
to Lydia A. Magoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 13923) granting a pension to
Samuel B, Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13924) granting a pension
to Jane Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 18025) granting a pension to Richard Howell,
alias George Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13926) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H, R. 13927) granting an increase of
pension to Reverdy Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the Savannah Cotton Exchange,
favoring reduction of war-revenue tax—to the Committeeon Ways
and Means,

By Mr. BARBER: Petition of 80 citizens of East Stroudsburg,
Pa., asking for the abolishment of the traffic in liquor in Africa—
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Savannah Cotton Ex-
change, in favor of amending the war-revenue reduction bill—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the Nebraska State Board
of Agriculture, against the distribution of common garden seeds
by the Government—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of 8. G. Coglizer and other citizens of Nebraska,
favoring pensions to soldiers confined in Confederate prisons—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, letter of J. H, Worthen, asking for homestead legislation
for veterans of the late civil war—to the Committee on the Public

ands.

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of W. C, Weir and others, of
Laporte, Ind., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, DALZELL: Petition of gaugers, storekeepers, and store-
keepers’ gaugers of the Twenty-third internal-revenue district of
Pennsylvania, in favor of legislation to authorize leaves of ab-
sence to said employees—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Wheel-
ing, W. Va., in support of House bill No. 63, to provide for pur-
chase of site and erection of public building thereon, in Wheeling,
'W. Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of 53 citizens of Ham-
mondsport, N. Y., in favor of making provisions for an adequate
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and permanent supply of water for the Pima and Papago Indians—
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. HAMILTON: Protest of 81 business men of Three
Rivers, Mich., against the establishment of the parcels-post sys-
tem—to the Committee on the Post-Uffice and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of Lieutenant-Governor E. O. Keeler
and others; C. L. Glover, mayor of Norwalk, and other citizens of
Connecticut, in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 12743—
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of New Jersey branch of Daughters
of American Revolution, mﬁiﬂg the passage of bill tomake Valley
Forge a national park—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. JACK: Petition of 190 citizens of Jeannette, Pa., in
favor of ratification of treaty which aimsat the banishmentof the
traffic in alcoholic liquors from a great part of the continent of
Africa—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

Also, petition of the internal-revenue gaugers, storekeepers, etc.,
of the Twenty-third revenue district of Pennsylvania, for suffi-
cient appropriation to provide for their vacation without loss of
pay—to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of the Chicago Public Library, fa-
voring the erection of a statue of Count Casimir Pulaski, a hero
of the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the Life Underwriters’ Association of Chicago,
I1l., urging the modification of the revenue law relatin%to stam

Ex on life-insurance policies—to the Committee on Ways an
eans,
By Mr. McALEER: Petitions of the Trades League of Philadel-

phia, Pa., and the Merchants’ Association of New York, favoring
extension of the pneumatic-tube service in connection with the
Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Affidavit of Henry Kemper to accom-
pany House bill No. 2202, correcting the military record of Wil-
liam Allen—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Provident Trust
Company, of Columbia City, Ind., favoring the repeal of stamp
tax on checks. drafts, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. RUSSELL: Remonstrance of citizens of Connecticut
against the passage of House bill No. 12743—to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. STARK: Protest of the Nebraska State board of agri-
culture against garden-seed appropriation—to the Committee on
Agriculture. :

By Mr, STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of Northwestern
Manufacturers’ Association, of St. Paul, Minn., for the abolition
of certain stamp taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of the city council of St. Paul, Minn., in favor
of the South Carolina-West Indian exposition—to the Committee
on Appropriations.

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of citizens of Idagrove, Iowa, urg-
ing the banishment of the liquor traffic in Africa—to the Commit-
tee on Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of
Philadelphia, relating to the tax on foreign exchange—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Josiah Strong, president of League for Social
Service, and certain citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring anti-
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on
the f:diciary.

SENATE,

WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1901.
] Prayer by Rev, SToWELL L. BRYANT, of the city of Washing-

o1,

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

JAMES R. D, MORRISON,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senatea commu-
nication from the assistant clerk of the Conrt of Claims, trans-
mitting a cerfified copy of the findings filed by the court in the
cause of James R, D. Morrison vs, The United States; which, with
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committes on
Claims, and ordered to be printed.

REPORT OF CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the president of the Capital Traction Gompany. of
Washington, D. C., transmitting a statement of the receipts and
disbursements of that company, together with a list of the stock-
holders, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1900; which, with
the accom anfin%)paper, was referred to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.
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GERMAN ORPHAN ASYLUM ASSOCIATION,

The bill (H. R. 12899) to reincorporate and preserve all the cor-

orate franchises and property rights of the de facto corporation

Enovm as the German Orphan Asylum Association of the District
of Columbia was read twice by its title.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia has reported a bill, which is on the Calendar,
identical with that bill. It is to revive the charter of a very
worthy organizationin the District. I ask unanimous consent for
its present consideration. It will take but & moment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be read in full fo
the Senate.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider-
ation.

Mr. SPOONER. Isthat a House bill?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a House bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. Itis all right.

Mr. SPOONER. I know, but as1 heard it read it creates a per-
petual corporation without any reservation of the right to amend.
Am I correct about that?

Mr, GALLINGER. What does the Senator mean? So far as
Congress is concerned?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course Congress always reserves the
right to amend.

r. SPOONER. It does if it does.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator mean to say that if it is
not reserved in the act Congress will not have the right?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly I do,if Congress declares it shall be
a perpetual corporation and does not reserve the right.

r. GALLINGER. Then let an amendment be inserted, that
Congress hereby reserves the right to—what will the Senator sug-
eat?

Mr, SPOONER. To alter, amend, or repeal.

Mr. GALLINGER. To alter, amend, or repeal.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Wisconsin
offers an amendment, which will be stated. ;

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section
the following:

8e0. — The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in, ;

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed. :

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S, 5244) to reincor-
porate and preserve all the corporate franchises and property
rights of the de facto corporation known as the German Orphan
Asylum Association of the District of Columbia be indefinitely
postponed.

The motion was agreed to.

CREDENTIALS, 2

Mr. BURROWS presented the credentials of JAMES McMILLAN,
chosen by the legislature of the State of Michigan a Senator from
that State for the term beginning March 4,1901; which were read
and ordered to be filed.

Mr. CLAPP presented the credentials of KNUTE NELSON, chosen
by the legislature of the State of Minnesota a Senator from that
State for the term beginning March 4, 1901; which were read and
ordered to be filed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (8. 2055) for the promotion and retirement of P. A. Surg.
John F. Bransford, of the United States Navy.

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 13193) to authorize the Director of the Census to
make payments for information concerning cotton gins, and for
other purposes; and

A bill (H. R. 18423) to revise and codify the laws relating to the
Post-Office Department and postal service, and for other purposes.

The message further announced that the House had passed a
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the
House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 5048) to confirm in trust
to the city of Albuquerque, in the Territory of New Mexico, the
town of Albuquerque grant, and for other purposes; in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. PLATT of New York £resentad petitions of Charles Gur-
nee, Rev. R. E. King and sundry other citizens of Watertown, and
of G H. Jwokup and sundry other citizens of Marion, all in the

State of New York, praying for the adoption of an amendment to
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New York,
raying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regu-
ate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were

ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of George Williamson
Smith, president of Trinity College, and sundry other citizens of
Hartford, Conn., praying that an appropriation be made provid-
ing for an adequate and permanent supply of living water for
irrigation purposes for the Pima and Papago Indians in Arizona;
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colo-
rado Springs and Colorado City, Colo., praying for the adoption
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Healso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colorado. pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi-
cating liquors to the native races in Africa; which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Niwot, Colo.,
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

Mr, DILLINGHAM presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Washington, D. C., praying for the adoption of an amendment to
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elkton,
Ky., praying that Hannah More, of thatplace, be granted a pension;
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lee County,
Ky., and a petition of sundry citizens of Bath County, Ky., pray-
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the bill providing for the
creation of a new Federal judicial district in Kentucky, so as to
substitute Winchester for Richmond as one of the places for hold-
ing court; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

e also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Lexington,
Frankfort, and Lebanon, all in the State of Kentucky, and a peti-
tion of sundry citizens of New Albany, Ind., praying for the adop-
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy;
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr, QUARLES presented a petition of the Central Labor Union
of Sheboygan, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to
regulate the hours of daily labor of workmen and mechanics and
also to protect free labor from prison competition; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wisconsin,
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred
to the Committee on iculture and Forestry.

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Borough Pomona Grange
No. 11, Patrons of Husbandry, of Northboro, Mass., praying for
the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manu-
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

He also presented a petition of the Woman'’s Indian Association
of Amherst, Mass., praying that an appropriation be made pro-
viding for an adequate and permanent supply of living water for
irrigation purposes for the Pima and Papago Indians in Arizona;
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

He also presented the petition of N. M. Cummings and 23 other
citizens of Lanesboro, Mass., praying for the repeal of the revenue
tax on tea; which was ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Little-
ton, W. Va., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Trades and Labor As-
sembly, American Federation of Labor, of Sparta, Ill., praying for
the enactment of legislation to limit the hours of daily labor of
workmen and mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison
competition; which was referred to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

He also presented a petition of sundry internal-revenue gaugers,
storekeepers, and storekeeper gaugers of the Eighth collection dis-
trict of 1llinois, praying for the enactment of legislation toamend
the provisions of the Revised Statutes, as recommended in the an-
nual report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 1900,
so as to provide such additional appropriation for pag'ment of
officers of this class as will admit of granting a leave of absence
with pay for two and one-half days for each month of thirty days
that they are actually assigned to duty, and that they be allowed
to claim in their pay accounts the maximum rate of pay allowed
them under their assignments for such days as they may be granted
leave, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of Eli Wicoft and 20
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other citizens of Greenwood, Ind., and the petition of F. N.
Kellog and 56 other citizens of Bluffton, Ind., praying for the
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg-
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Hon. J. Hoge Tyler,
governor of Virginia, and sundry citizens of Radford, Va., pray-
ing that an appropriation be made for the improvement of New
River in that State; which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National Woman's Chris-
tian Temperance Union, praying for the enactment of legislation
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in Af-
rica; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented the petition of Charles S. Cole and 48 other
pharmacists of Cumberland County, Me., praying for the repeal
of the revenue-stamp tax on proprietary medicines, perfumeries,
and cosmetics; which was ordered to lie on the table,

TEMPLE FARM AND MOORE HOUSE, AT YORETOWN, VA.

Mr. KENNEY. I presenft a joint resolution of the general
assembly of the State of Delaware, to which I desire to call the
attention of the Senators from Virginia. I askthatitmay beread
and printed in the RECORD,

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read and re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Buaildings and Grounds, as
follows:

Joint resolution requnesting the Benator and Representative in Congress
from the Btate of Delaware, if in their judgment they can wisely do so, to
support a bill for the purchase of Temple farm and Moore house, at York-
town, Va., by the Government of the United States of America, provided
that the cost of said farm, with its improvements, shall not exceed a rea-
sonable sum, and that properly attested copies of these resolutions ba sent
to the Senator and Representative in Congress {rom this State.

‘Whereas the Moore honse and Temple farm. npon which it is situated, at
Yorktown, Va., will carry with them rg:mugh all time memories of the siege
and victory by which the allied armies of France and the American colonies
secured the independence of our nation: and :

‘Whereas it is reported that the property can at this time be bougblg. for a
nominal sum, and it is believed that the pruduct of the farm will be suffi-
cient to keep the buildings in repair, and the buildings are so situated as to
be well adapted for Government purposes on occasions of naval inspection
and review on York River: Therefore, be it

Resol the senate and house of representatives of the State of Delaware
in general assembly mef, That the Senator and Representative in Congress
from this State be, and they are hereby, requested to consider and, if in
their {udgment they can wisely do so, to support a bill for the purchase of
Temple Farm and Moore House at Yorktown, Va., by the Government of the
United States of America: Provided, That the cost of said farm with its im-
provements shall not exceed a reasonable sum; and be it

Resolved, That properly attested copies of this resclution be sent to the
Senator and Representative in Congress from this State,

H. C. ELLISON,
President pro tempore of the Senate,
JAS. V. McCOMMONS,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Approved this the 2ith day of January, A. D. 1901.

HE """ JOHN HUNN, Governor.

BTATE OF DELAWARE, OFFICE 0F BECRETARY OF STATE.

I, Caleb R. Layton, secretary of state of the State of Delaware, do hereby
certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of joint reso-
lution requesting the Senator and Representative in Congress from the State
of Delaware, if in their milrgment they can wisely do so, to support a bill for
the purchase of Tom‘}} arm and Moore House at Yorktown, Va., by the
Government of the United States of America, provided that the cost of
said farm with its improvementsshall not qxcead areasonable sum; and that

roperly attested copies of these resolutions be sent to the Senator and
Ebepreseut.ative in Congress from this State, approved this the 2th day of
January, A. D. 1901, as the same appears on file in this office. i

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set iy hand and official seal, at
Dover, this 20th day of January, in the year of our Lord 1901.

[sEAL.] C.R. LAYTON,

Secretary of State,
REFORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported
an amendment proposing to appropriate §5,000 for the preparation
and publication of the Revolutionary archives in the Department
of State, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation
bill, and moved that it lie referred to the Committee on Appropri-
ations, and printed; which was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro-
posing to pay $4,000 to the Italian Government as full indemnity
to the heirs of Joseph Defatta and John Cyrano, who were lynched
by a mob at Tallulah, La., on July 20, 1899, intended to be pro-
posed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that
it be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by himself on thé 25th instant proposing
to increase the salary of the United States consul at Louren
Marquez from $2.000 to $2,500, intended to be proposed to the
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and printed; which was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by himself on the 19th instant providing
for the appointment of a second secretary of legation at Constan-
tinople, ’Ll‘urkey. at a salary of $1,600, intended to be proposed to

the diplomatic and consnlar appropriation bill, reported favorably
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations, and printed; which was agreed to.

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by himself on the 28th instant proposing
to increase the salary of the United States minister to golivin.
from §$5,000 to §7,500, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic
and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations,
and printed; which was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by himself on the 28th instant proposing
to increase the salary of the United States minister to Ecuador
from $5,000 to $7,500, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic
and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and
moved thaf it be printed, and, with the accompanying paper. re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to.

Mr, STEWART. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10967) to authorize
the Arizona Water Company to construct power plant on Pima
Indian Reservation, in Maricopa County, Ariz., toreport it without
amendment. I ask for the present consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read to the Senate.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. LODGE. 1 desire to ask what is the order of business?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of business is re-

ports of committees.

Mr. STEWART. This bill is reported from the Committee on
Indian Affairs. It is recommended by the Interior Department.
There is no objection to it anywhere.

Mr, HALE. Why is it being read?

Mr. LODGE. Why is it being read now?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Because the Senator from
Nevada asked unanimous consent for its present consideration,
and it is being read for the information of the Senate.

Mr., LODGE. I call for the regular order,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts objects to the present consideration of the bill, and it goes
to the Calendar.

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accom-
panied by a bill (8. 5797) to widen the Anacostia road in the
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by Mr, GALLINGER (for Mr. MCMILLAN)
on the 24th instant groviding that hereafter all deaf mutes of
teachable age, of good mental capacity, and properly belonging
to the District of Columbia shall be received and instructed in
the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb., their admission
thereto being subject to the approval of the superintendent of
public schools, intended to be proposed to the Distriet of Colmnbia
appropriation bill, r?lparted it withont amendment, and submitted
& report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committeo
on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by Mr. BacoN on the 26th instant, propos-
ing to appropriate $3.000 for paving Crescent street west of Six-
teenth street and 85,000 for paving Huntington street, intended to
be proposed to the District of Columbiaappropriation bill, reported .
it without amnendment, and moved that it be referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILLAN) on
the 23d instant, proposing to appropriate $25,000 for opening, grad-
ing, and macadamizing Connecticut avenue extended east of Rock
Creek, intended to he proposed to the Distriet of Columbiaappro-
priation bill, reported it with amendments, and moved that it be
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which
was agreed to.

Mr, GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 4733) granting a pension to Caroline H.
Allen, reported it with amendments, and sabmitted a report
thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub-
mitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 5356) granting a pension to Sarah Frances Taft: and

A bill %H. R. 12560) granting a pension to George M, Walker.

Mr, GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R, 296) granting an increase of pension to Mattie
Otis Dickinson;

A bill (H. R, 5195) granting an increase of pension to Jacob W,
Kouts; and
% %r}.;ill (H. R. 11507) granting an increase of pension to Perry C,

effrey.
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Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (S, 5647) granting a pension to Rebecca Dobbins,
reported it with an amendment. and submitted a report thereon.

r. KENNEY, from the Commiftee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the hill (8. 5010) granting a pension to Thomas E. Clark,
- reportedit with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S, 5383) granting a pension to Theopolis Goodwin, reported
it with amendments. and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr.
GALLINGER (for Mr, McMiLLAN) on the 23d instant providing for
the appointment of a stenographer at $900 and two inspectors at
§720 each for the board of charities and corrections, for transfer-
ring the management of the Freedmen’s Hospital from the Secre-
tary of the Interior to the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lumbia, and proposing to appropriate $25,000 for the purchase of
a site in the District of Columbia for a muuici%)al almshouse, in-
tended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appro-
priation bill, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re-
port thereon, and moved that it be referred to_the Committee on
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to.

g?r. INDSAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 971) to divide Kentucky into two
judicial districts, reported it with amendments, and submitted a
report thereon.

e also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amend-
ment, and snbmitted reports thereon: .

A bill (8. 4745) granting an increase of pension to Charles S,
Word; and
NA bill (8. 5672) granting an increase of pension to Annie A.

eary.

Mr?Ll:N'DSAY. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (S, 4127) granting an increase of pension to Simeon
Eerce‘ reported it with amendments, and submitted a report

ereom.

Mr. TURLEY, from the Committee on Education and Labor,
to whom was referred the bill (8. 5345) to amend an act approved
August 13, 1804, entitled ‘*An act for the protection of persons
furnishing materials and labor for the construction of public
worka,” reported it without amendment.

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 11970) to anthorize the Chattahoochee and
Gulf Railroad Company, of Alabama, to construct a bridge across
the Choctawhatchee River, a navigablestream in Geneva Connty,
Ala,, reported it without amendment.

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
following bills, reported them severally with amendments:

A bill (H. R. 12284) authorizing construction of bridge; and

A bill (8. 5698) to extend the time for the completion of a
bridge across the Missouri River.

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 12577) granting a pension to Sarah B. Schaeffer;
LAbi}l (H. R. 6914) granting an increase of pension to Elliott

COIN1S;

A bill (H. R. 3945) granting an increase of pansion fo Burdette
N. Cleaveland; an

A bill (H. R. 9235) granting a pension to Peter Lundberg.

INSULAR TARIFF CASES.

Mr. PLATT of New York. I amn directed by the Committee on
Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub-
mitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] on the 22d
instant, to report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for
its present consideration. -

The Secretary proceeded to read the concurrent resolution,
which is as follows:

Resolverd by the Senate (the House of Representatives concwrring), That there
be printed and bound, nnder the direction of the Joint Committee on Print-
ing, 8,000 copies of the record and briefs in the following cases of the October
term, 1900, in the Supreme Conrt of the United States, including the appen-
dices thereto. 2,000 copies for the nse of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of
the House of Representatives, 500 copies for distribution the Department
of Justice, and 500 copies for distribution by the clerk of the Supreme Court
of the United States:

Elias 8. A. De Lima et al. vs. George R. Bidwell, being case No. 458: Bamuel
B. Downes et al. va. George B. Bidwell, g case No. 507; Henry W. Dooley
et al. vs. The United States, being cases Nos. 501 and 502; Carlos Armstrong
vs. The United States, being case No. 500; George W. Crossman et al. vs, The
United States, being case No.515; Christian Huus vs. The New York and Porto
Rico Steamship Company, being case No.il4; John H. Goetze vs. The United
States, being case No. 84), and Fourteen Diamond Rings, EmilJ. Pepke, claim-
ant, vs. The United States, being case No. 418,

The amendment was, in line 2, after the word *“‘bound,” to
gtrike out *‘ under the direction of the Joint Committee on Print-
ing."
Mr. HALE. Let the resolution go over, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go to the Calendar.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
un Pensions:

A bill (8. 5798) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
Kellogg Schenck;

A bill (S. 5799) granting a pension to Moses A. Lovelady (with
accompanying papers);

A bill (8. 5500) granting a pension to John Mather;

A bill (S. 5801) granting a pension to Charles Roden; and

A bill (8. 5802) granting a pension fo James H. Wood.

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions:

A Dbill (8. 5803) granting an increase of pension to Oliver H.
Beaver (with an accompanying paper);

A bill (S. 5804) granting a pension to George Hilbns; and

A bill (8. 5803) granting an increase of pension to William Mays.

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs:

A bill (S. 5806) to correct the military record of Samuel Snyder
(with accompanying papers); and
WA bill (S. 5807) to correct the military record of William B.

esner.

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (8. 5808) granting an increase
of pension to William P. Rucker; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
Pensions:

A bill (S. 5809) granting a pension to Jane Lewis (with accom-

panylng papers); Y ; 4
A bill (8. 5810) granting a pension to Mrs. John Waltz (with
the accompanying paper);

A bill (8. 5811) granting a pension to Anna M. Hawes (with an
accompanying paper); and

A bill (S. 5812) granting a pension to A. Crounch.

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (8. 5818) to correct the mili-
tary record of William S. Reid; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 5814) to authorize the Lou-
isville and Nashville Railroad Company to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Choctawhatchee River at Geneva,
Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S, 5815) for the relief of the es-
tate of Franklin S, Whitney. deceased; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr, FRYE introduced a bill (8. 5816) granting an increase of
pension to William J. Bradford: which was read twice by its title,
§n¢ with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on

‘ensions.

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (8. 5817) extending to the sub-
port of Everett, Wash., the privileges of the seventh section of the
act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transporta-
tion of dutiablemerchandise withoutappraisement; which wasread
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (8. 5818) to authorize the Brad-
shaw Mountain Railroad Company to construct a railroad throngh
forest reserve and public lands of the United States in Yavapai
County, Ariz., to Crowned King and other mining camps in said
county: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Public Lands.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate 810,000 for the establishment of a psychophysical labora-
tory, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropri-
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and
ordered to be printed.

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment authorizing the ap-
pointment tothe Naval Academy of acting cadets who served with
credit during the late war with Spain, intended to be proposed by
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the
Committee on Nav. airs, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate §5,000 for é) ving Kraemer street, from Sixteenth to Seven-
teenth streets NE., intended to be proposed by him to the District
of Columbia al.glpropriation bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$34,220 for the purchase and installation otp water meters in pub-
lic buildings belonging to or occupied by the United States in the
District of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the sun-
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.
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He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$200,000 for improving the Anacostia River in the District of Co-
lTambia and the reclamation of its flats, intended to be proposed
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate

700,000 for a sewage-disposal system in the District of Columbia,
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap-
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. LINDSAY (b{] request) submitted an amendment author-
izing proceedings to be instituted in the supreme court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia with a view to the condemnation of the land
that may be necessary for the extension of Vermont avenue from
Florida avenue, intended to be proposed to the District of Colum-
bia appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

ADVANCES FOR DISTRICT GOVERNMENT.

Mr, McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R.13371) to authorize advances from
the Treasury of the United States for the support of the govern-
ment of the Distriet of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the
table, and to be printed.

PRINTING OF SHIPPING BILL,

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was
Orderved, That 500 oopies, in addition to the usual number, of Senate bill
g. k‘nown as the shipping hill, as amended, be printed for the use of the
nate.
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO.
Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution;
which was considered by unanimons consent, and agreed fo:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to inform the Sen-
ate whether the executive council of Porto Rico has undertaken to guaran-
tee dividends to corporations doing business in that island; and if so, to state
all the facts to the Senate;

_And also, whether said executive council has donated public property of
any character to any individuals, firms, or corporations; and if so, to state
the qa antity and character of such public property so proposed to be do-
nated, and its value;

And also, by what authority of law any of said acts have been done by
gaid executive council.

TOWN OF ALBUQUERQUE GRANT.

Mr. BERRY. There was a concurrent resolution to recall a
bill that is in the hands of the President, which passed the House,
and it is necess that it should be passed at once in order that
it may go to the President. I ask that it may be laid before the
Senate and considered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the
President is Lm‘eby rel(mestacf to return to the House of Representatives the
bill (H. R. 548) entitled “A bill to confirm in trust to the city of Al-

buguerque, in the Territory of New Mexico, the town of Albuguerque grant,
and for other purposes.”

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, I ask for the regular order.

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will let
this resolution be passed. It is for the return of a bill that is in
the hands of the President. The House of Representatives passed
it, and it will not take two minutes, not one minute, to dispose

of it.

Mr. ALDRICH. Objection has already been made to the con-
gideration of two or three other bills.

Mr. BERRY. This is a resolution for the return of a bill that
has gone to the President. The return is necessary in order to
correct an error. I trust the Senator will let it pass. It could
have been passed by this time.

Mr. ALDRICH. All right.

The concurrent resolufion was considered by unanimons con-
sent, and agreed fo.

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE JOHN H.
HOFFECKER.

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that on
Saturday, the 16th of February, I will call up the resolutions of
the House of Representatives announcing the death of my late
colleague in the House, Hon, Joux H. HOFFECKER, and will ask
the Senate to suspend its proceedings in order that fitting tribute
may be paid to his memory.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O, L.
PruDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
on this day approved and signed the act (S. 1400) granting a pen-
sion to William Lyman Chittenden.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The bill (H. R.13193) to anthorize the Director of the Census to

make payments for information concerning cotton gins, and for

other purposes, was read twice by its fitle, and referred to the
Committee on the Census,

The bill (H. R. 13423) to revise and codify the laws relating to

the Post-Office Department and postal service, and for other pur-

oses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
ost-Offices and Post-Roads,

THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT.

Mr. HAWLEY. I lay before the Senate the conference report
upon the so-called Army reorganization bill, and ask for its con-
sideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut
resents the report of the conferees on the Army reorganization
ill. It will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the report of the committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the amendments of the House to the
bill (8. 4300) to increase the military establishment of the United
States, and read to the action upon amendment numbered 45:

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, it is absolutely impossible for us
to know anything about the conference report, being read as it is
by the Clerk with extreme rapidity and without any opportunity
to refer to the printed bill or the amendments tosee what changes
have been made. It seems to me that the committee ought ab
least to call the attention of the Senate to such action as it has
taken upon the amendments of the Senate in order that we may
know what has been done.

Mr. ALDRICH. The conference report has to be read first.

Mr, BACON. Isit the purpose, then, to give us that informa-
tion and to go over it again?

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted that the committee will
make such explanations as are necessary.

Mr. HAWLEY. 1will tryto answer all questions that are put.

Mr. BACON. 1 was simply suggesting that we onght to know
something about the action of the conference with reference to
the amendments which the Senate has acted npon. We can not
tell anything by simply hearing the report read and having refer-
ence made to the amendments by number, and passed over at the
rate of ten Eer minute. While we may not be interested in know-
ing what the House conferees have given away, it may be im-
portant for us to know what the Senate conferees have done in
that regard.

Mr. WLEY. We printed and laid on the desk of Senators
the bill in four forms, and every bit of action upon it is set forth
in those four bills.

Mr, BACON, When, I would ask the Senator?

Mr. HAWLEY, I found it on my desk about three legislative
days since.

Mr. BACON, Itisunderstood that the conference committee
acted only yesterday finally, I have no design to stop the read-
ing of the report if it is the purpose of the committee after the
reading to explain the amendments, so that we can see what the
conference committee has done. I think it is asking too much of
the Senate, without any reference whatever by the committee to
the particular amendments of the Senate from which the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate have receded, to say that we
should indorse their action.

It may be all right, and I do not mean to suggest by this inter-
ruption that there is any failure of the committee to sustain the
Senatein important amendments, but I do think we ought at least
to be informed of the action of the conference. If itis the pur-
pose of the committee after the reading of the report to give us
information upon the important matters that were discussed at
some length here and the amendments which were adopted, of
course I do not wish to interrupt the reading.

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will yield to me a moment I
will state that every day for several days a copy of the bill has
been laid upon every Senator’s desk, and another copy is coming
arountd now, which gives all the amendments, and a copy of the
report.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the Senator from Connecticut
will recognize the fact that many of us who are not familiar with
the bill have some difficulty in understanding the effect of amend-
ments. As Iunderstand it, the desire of the Senator from Georgia
is that the chairman of the committee shall explain to the Senate
the effect of those amendments after the report has been read. It
seems to me that is the nsnal practice and there can be no diffi-
culty about it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
the reading.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report and read to the
action npon amendment numbered 49.

Mr. BUTLER. Unlessthechairman of the committee desires a
different course, to wait until the report is read through, I should
like an explanatiomr of the action of the Senate conferees in reced-
ing from amendment 49,

. HAWLEY. Hasthe reading of the report been completed?
ﬁnl'\i&si E:}ITLER. Does the chairman prefer to have the reading
e

The Secretary will continue
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Mr. HAWLEY. I hope thatwill bedone. If the report has to
be read, let it be read before we begin to discuss the items.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report, and after read-
ing the action upon amendment numbered 53,

Mr. BATE. hich item is the Secretary readin I am trying
to find it and ecan not. There are two or three bills around here.
I have three bills before me. i

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairis notableto inform
the Senator.

Mr. BATE. Ishould like to know. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary is reading the
report of the conference committee.

r. BATE. It gives the line and all that, but I can not find it.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report and was inter-
rupted b |

Mr. BLST'TLER. Mr. President, I rise to call attention to the
same thing the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] called atten-
tion to. I have three copies of the bill, including the last print,
and the pages do not corres;zond to the pages in the report that
the Secretary is reading. Ior instance, the Senate amendment
on which the action of the conferees has just been read, wherein
they have receded and yielded to the House, and not only yielded
but they have actually legislated, because it does not seem to me
that they could have done in conference what is done here, is on
page 11, the conference report sa%a, while in the bill it is on page
16. I justhappened to find it. ith great difficulty I have been
trying to keep up with the Secretary. Here is one of the most
important changes in the bill, and by accident 1 just happened to
see it on page 16 of the print of the bill that I have, while the
report says it is on page 11.

r. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I may be allowed to observe
that the substance of the bill has been twice passed by the House
and there has been three or four editions of it. Insome cases the
changes were such that the pa%ing had to be changed.

Mr. BUTLER. I have just been informed that the numbering
of the pages in the conference report is based not on the last bill,
but the original bill. That may be the custom, but I never so un-
derstood it. It certainly makes it very difficult for Senators to
keep up with the conference report. If we are to have the num-
bering of the pages of the original bill, then thereshould bs double
numbers, the pages of the original bill and the last print of the
bill, so that we can keep up with what the conferees have done
while the Secretary reads the report.

Mr. HAWLEY. I can help the Senator, if he will allow me.
There is being laid upon the desk—perhaps it is completed now—
an edition of the bill as it passed, the completed bill reported by
the conferees,

Mr. BUTLER. I have itin my hand.

Mr. HAWLEY. An edition isprinted in which the pagesstand
opposite each other, so that to see what changes there are you have
only to look on the opposite page. The whole bill is printed in
that form. . .

Mr. BUTLER. I have the last print containing copies of the
two bills, one bill on one page and the other on the other. Asio

. the amendment now under consideration, the Secretary has been
reading asif it wereon page 11, and yet it is on page 16in both prints.

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, if he will note
the numbers of the amendments rather than the pages, I think it
will avoid all difficulty and confusion.

Mr. BUTLER. Probably I may be able to keep track of the
matter in that way.

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator can do so by following the num-
bers of the amendments rather than the pages of the bill.

Mr. BUTLER. Then I certainly think it wounld be better for
the Secretary not to read the pages at all, for it is confusing.

Mr. BATE, Iwaswatching the reading ascarefullyas I could,
and I could not find a single one of the amendments. So far as
the reading is concerned, it has been all Greek to me,

Mr. BUTLER. I call attention to the fact that the amend-
ment now under consideration is on page 16 of the printed bill,

Mr. SPOONER. If theSenator from North Carolina will allow
me, if he will be guided by the numbers, I think his difficulty
will be obviated.

Mr. BUTLER. Where are the numbers shown?

Mr. SPOONER. On the margin.

Mr. BUTLER. I think it would be very much better for the
Secretary to omit reading the number of the page at all, and simply
read the number of the amendment, for it is confusing to have

the pages called when they do not correspond with the bill.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will be ob]i%ed
to read the conference report as it is. He can not change it. The

reading will be resumed.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report of the confer-
ence committee, and read the action of the conferees on amend-
ment numbered 54.

Mr. BATE. I can not find ont where the amendments come in,
and nobody around me knows.

Mr. BURROWS. If Senators will take the print laid on their
tables this morning and turn to page 16 they will find amend-
ment numbered 54 on page 16.

Mr. BACON. I want to call the attention of the Senator to the
fact that that is the first announcement now of the present status
of the bill.

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir.

Mr. BACON. And we have gone over 16 pages——

Mr. BURROWS. Thatis all true.

Mr. BACON. And up to this time it has been utterly and prac-
tically impossible for any Senator to follow the Secretary and see
what the action of the conference has been.

Mr. BURROWS. That is so.

Mr. BACON, And are we to be called upon to indorse the re-
port without knowing anything about it?

Mr, BURROWS. Commencing at this point there will be no
difficulty in following the reading of the Secretary and seeing what
has been done.

Mr. BATE. But what about the part we have gone over?

Mr. HAWLEY. In the ReEcorp this morning Senators will
find that all the changes made by the conference report are noted
and the snbstance of them given, By reading that they can very
readily understand what has been done.

Mr. BATE. We did not know that before.

Mr. HAWLEY. For instance, Senators will find:

Amendments Nos. 1 and 2 are simply verbal and to cover all the Army as
now organized. House recedes.

Ng. changes a corps of artillery to regimental organizations, and SBenate
recedes.
No. 4 is simply a verbal change, and House recedes. The same is true of
No. 5, and House recedes.

No. 6 includes Indian scouts, and Honse recedes—

That was by an accident left out in the copying—

No. 7 enlarges power of detail for surplus captains and lientenants, and
S

ol\?g.es ralm%s‘ toregimental reorganization for artillery, and Senate recedes.
This leaves the corps organization as provided by the House—

The conference committee changed this. We gave up trying to
maintain the old regiments, as the Senate wanted to do, and con-
stituted one great corps of artillery—

No. 9 on same subject. Senate recedes.

No. 10 on same subject. Senate recedes. 3

No. 11 on same subject. Senate recedes with amendments striking out
‘*an inspector,” in line 23, page 13, and inserting the words '‘a chief.” Also
in line 3, page 24, strike out “‘inspector” and insert “chief.”- Also on page
14, line 4, strike * eighty-two" and insert “ninety-five.” Also on same page,
line 5, strike out **ninety-eight " and insert ** ninety-five'—

These are changes in the numbers of the officers—
Also on same page, line 6, strike out ‘' ninety-two and insert *‘ninety-five."
These three amendments make the captains, first and second lieutenantsin
artillery conform to organization provided for infantry and cavalry—

Mr. HALE. Mr, President—

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me insert one further:

Nos. 12 and 13 refer to artillery organization, and Senate recedes on both.

Nos. 14 and 15 are artillery, and Senate recedes.

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator when he is making the
statement he has just made about striking out, for instance, “92”
and inserting ‘“95,” does he mean by that when the number 92 has
been agreed to by both Houses the committes of conference has
changed that and made it 95?

Mr. HAWLEY. We did not make the change.

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would go back. My attention
was called away from what he did say. Thez struck out somany,
he said, and inserted another number, which was a larger num-
ber. What I want to know is whether the conferees, where a cer-
tain number has been fixed in a corps by both Houses, has deliber-
ately put in a larger number? That clearly can not be done by a
conference committee.

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it has notbeen done,

Mr. HALE. That was the understanding I got from the Sen-
ator from Connecticnt. I hope I will be corrected and that no
such thing has been done.

i Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, I will state how
is.

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. PROCTOR. The wholesystem of the artillery waschanged.
The House passed the bill providing a system of corps artillery,
and the Senate established one by regiments, naming the number
of officers for each regiment. We receded from our amendment
and a.dli::?nted the House corps provision with certain amendments,

Mr. HALE. In adopting the House amendments did the com-
mittee increase the number in any rank above anything that
either the House or the Senate had done?

Mr. PROCTOR. The number of officers in the Senate was
fixed by regiments. We have no such provision as that of the
House, Ours was a regimental organization. We gave that up
entirely; and that required, of course, some slight difference in
the number of officers.

Mr. HALE. Now, is the number that the conference commit-
tee put in a larger number of officers than was provided either in
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the House provision by a corps or the regimental provision of
the Senate? Has the conference increased the number of officers
over both of those provisions?

Mr. PROCTOR. I am not able to say without having figured
it up, and it wounld be a matter of figuring by regiments. We
gave up the whole regimentfal system and adopted the corps sys-
tem, with certain amendments,

Mr. HALE. The conference committee adopted the Homse
amendments, but added to the number of officers.

Mr. HAWLEY. I know the committes sat down and declared
that they would receive no new legislation and no proposition for
new legislation; that they would confine themselves to correcting
the errors.

Mr. HALE. I do not object; but I see the force, if there were
two systems, one in one bill and another in the other, in accepting
one system and giving lg) another; adaptations would naturally
have to be made; but I do object in any of these adaptations to
taking advantage of the powers that a conference has of putting
in a larger number of officers in any of these lines than either
House has provided.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Isnot that just what the conference
committee did?

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]
thinks not. I do not know.

Mr. BUTLER. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine
to the fact that it seems to have been done in other places in the
bill. 1Ishould like to ask the Senator from Vermont to reply to
the incggy of the Senator from Maine.

Mr. LE. Iam informed by the clerk of the conference com-
mittee, who has the record, that in considering the different ranks
and grades in this cogs the aggregate has not been increased, ac-
cording to what one House or the other had provided for,

Mr. BUTLER. The pointthe Senator is makingis this, whether
or not the conferees have legislated about things that were not in
conference. Do not his remarks apply equally in case the confer-
ees have made any change in the Senate bill as to which the House
and the Senate were agreed when the bill went to conference?
Any other changes, I take it, they would have no right to make.

On page 3, section 2, line 13, there is *‘1 color-sergeant”
stricken out and ** 2 color-sergeants” put in the bill.

Mr. HALE. Put in by the conferees?

My, BUTLER. Yes: putin by the conferees.

Mr, HALE. That they have clearly no right to do.

Mr. HAWLEY. That results from the change in the organiza-
tion, two being required in one form of the organization and only
one in the other. These are the natural numbersin such an or-
ganization.

Mr. BUTLER. I am referring to section 2, line 13, on page 8.

Mr. HAWLEY. I am notfamiliarenough with cavalry tostate
exactly why that was done. That is merely a change from ‘1
color-sergeant” to ‘*2 color-sergeants,” which was made becanse
a regiment of cavalry is entitled to that number.

Mr. BUTLER. But, Mr. President, here is the House bill [ex-
hibiting], and on the left-hand side ** 1 color-sergeant” is provided
for in the bill as it passed the Senate and went to the conference,
and on theright-hand side in the other bill itis ** 2 color-sergeants.”

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will look at page 3, he will find
that the regiments-of cavalry are organized in section 2.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests that the
Secretary has not finished the reading of the conference report.

Mr. HAWLEY. The House struck out something of the para-
graph on page 3, indicated by the heavy brackets: then the House
receded, and adopted that with an amendment for 2 color-sergeants
instead of 1, because that particular organization of cavalry is
entitled to 2 color-sergeants, for it has a United States flag and a
regimental flag.

Mr. BUTLER. The point I make is, whether it is competent
for a committee of conference to do that when here is legislation
identical by both Houses, and it goes to a conference committee
providing for 1 color-sergeant and then the conference commit-
tee changes it and provides for 2?7

As we proceed with the bill we note these various things. We
want to proceed intelligently, otherwise when we have finished
the reading of the bill we shall be no wiser than we were before it
was read through. In this bill, in more than one place, changes
have been made. It seems to me, as I understand conference re-
ports, that that is something a conference committee can not do,
and should it do so, the bill would have to go back to conference,

Mr. CHANDLER. Irise to a question of order, Mr. Pregident.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp-
ghire will state his point of order,

Mr. CHANDLER. My point of order is that the report shounld
be read through before it is debated.

Mr, BUTLER. Mr, President, I was simply asking for infor-
mation in order to expedite business. I am willing to waive the
point I make now and raise it again when the reading of the re-
port has been concluded.

Mr. BACON, Mr, President, I have no objection to the sug-
gestion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in
asking that the entire report be read, if after the report is read
through we may go back to the beginning and go over it again.
But if that is not to be done it occurs to me that it does not do
justice fo the Senate; and this report should now be read from
the beginning for the reason which I now state. That reason is
that up to the sixteenth page the reading had progressed under
circumstances when it was impossible for Senators to know what
was being done.

Until the Senators in charge of the report pointed out to other
Senators in what way we could identify the various provisions
specified in the report with the original text, we knew nothing
about what was going on; in other words, the pages which the
Clerk was reading were altogether different from the pages or
the subject-matter which was found on the page of the bill which
was before us, and it was not until the snggestion was made that
by ignoring the pages and limiting ourselves to identification of
the sections that we were enabled to find outin any manner what-
ever what it was the report referred to. There have been 16 pages
gone over, and with ntmost diligence and effort on our part to find
out what the conference report had determined it was impossible
for us to do so I:E) to that time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator demand the
rereading of the report?

Mr. BACON. 1Ido, unless it is to be subsequently gone over,
I certainly think it is proper that we should do so.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the conference report
shall have been read it will be open to the fullest consideration,
if the Senate proceeds to its consideration.

Mr. BACON. That may be true, but how is it possible for us,
with the report being read as rapidly as the Secretary has been
reading it, and already having progressed sixteen pages without
our being able to supervise what has been done—

Mr. HAWLEY. did not finish my proposition. After the
reading shall have been finished, then we ghall go back to any
siniile }i)texll: you please, beginning at the middle or the end and
going back,

Mr. BACON. If the Senator, after the reading of the report,
will give us time to fo over it again, all right.

Mr. HAWLEY. I supposed that was understood. That is the
right of every Senator, and I can not give it or take it away.

r. LODGE. Mr. President—

Mr. BACON. I merely desire to say a word and will not detain
the Senate. If the report is to be taken up and acted upon im-
mediately after the reading by the Secretary, evidently the sugges-
tion of the Senator will not be practical, because we will have no
opportunity to examine it. If the purpose is simply to read the
report over and then fo lay it aside long enough to permit us to ex-
amine it, there will be no objection to that snggestion, so far as I
can see.

Mr. LODGE. I rise simply to a parliamentary inguiry, Mr.
President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts will state his parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. LODGE. Thisis a conference report—a privileged ques-

on?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is.

Mr, LODGE. Therefore it must be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It must be read.

Mr. LODGE., And after that nothing is in order to displace it
except the question of consideration?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct.

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that we are falling into a very
curious method of doing business in asking a committee if they
are going to allow us to make an examination of this report after
the reading is concluded. That is our right, The committeecan
not take it away from us.

s Mr,. HAWLEY. I justsaid that we could not grant it or take
it away.

Mr. TELLER. I am not blaming the Committee on Military
Affairs. We have had a bill here as to which we made a stipnla-
tion with the Chair that we might have the right to do what the
rules of this Senate give us the right to do; that is, to make
amendments. We have an unquestioned right to attack this re-
port in every feature of it and in every part of it, and as long as
anybody is on the floor attacking it there can be no vote upon it.
‘We are not at the mercy of the committee, We are accepting
nothing from the committee as a gratuity or a gift. All we have
got to do is to insist mpon our rights.

Mr. CHANDLER. I renew the point of order I made, Mr.
President.

Mr. LODGE.
President. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his par-
liamenta; iuﬂuirﬂ.

Mr. LODGE. the report debatable while it is being read?

ti

I rise to another parliammentary inquiry, Mr.
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- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. In the opinion of
the Chair, a conference report must first be read. Then, if the
Senate desires to consider the report, every portion of it is open
to consideration beyond any question. -

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I have said. .

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the read-
ing of the conference report. The Secretary will proceed with
the reading. ;

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report.

The entire report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the Senate to the amendments of the House to the bill
(8. 4300) to-increase the efficiency of the military establishment of the United
‘Btates having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments to the amendments of the
House numbered 3, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, £7, 28, 30, 68, 67, 69, 70, 87, and 114,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ameéndments of the
Senate to the amendments of the House numbered 1, 2, 4, b, 6, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20,
21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 20, 31, 33, 34, 85, 84, 87, 58, 89, 40, 41, 43, 44, 51, 52, 56, 57, b8, b9, 60,
61, 63, 65, 68, 71, 73, T4, 78, 8O, 83, 84, 85, 86, B3, 90, 91, 92, 94, 05, 06, 97, 99, 100, 101, 103,
104, 108, 108, 108, 110, 111, 112, 113, 115, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disa ment
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7 to the amendment of
and a to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 2, section 2,
line 13. strike out * one color sergeant " and insert in lien thereof the follow-
ing: * two color sergeants;” and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its d reement
to theamendment of the Senate numbered 11 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter
stricken out amended as follows: On page 4, line 9, strike out **an inspector ™
and insert in lieu thereof ** a chief;"" on e 4, section B, line 14, strike out
*‘inspector of the " and insert in lieu thereof ** chief of; " on page £, section 6,
line 15, strike out **eighty-two" and insert in lien thereof ‘“‘ninety-five:” on
page 4, section 6, line 16, strike out * ninety-eight™ and insert in lien thereof
‘ninety-five;" ono}'las‘o 4, section 6, line 17, strike out **ninety-two ™ and in-
sert in lien thereof ninat&-ﬂve;“ and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered #2: That the House recede from its d: ment to
the amendment of the Senate numbered 82 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 9, section 9,
line 1, after the word ‘' major-general," strike out *' during the service of the
present incumbent of the office and with the rank of brigadier-general there-
after”and insert in lien thereof **and when a vacancy shall occurin the office
of Ad{)utlmt-t}anaml on the expiration of the service of the present incum-
bent, by retirement or otherwise, the Ad,j utant-General shall thereafter have
the rank and pay of a br:ifﬂvdle‘r-genem]: * and

endment numbered 42: That the House recede from its ment to

the amendment of the Senate numbered 42 to the amendment of the House,

and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end of said sec-

tion insert the following: *or of persoms from civil life who at date of ap-

pointment are not over 35 dyeara of age and who shall a sal Ty ex-

%glgﬁlaﬁt}n to be prescribed by the Becretary of War;' and the Benate agree
a Eame.

Amendment numbered 45: That the Houserecede fromits ment to
the amendment of the SBenate numbered 45 to the amendment of the House,
and to the same with an amendment as follows: On 11, section 12,
line 1, strike out ‘‘quartermasters” and insert in liem thereof ‘*assistant
guartermasters-general; ' and the Benate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 46: That the Honse recede from its ment to
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On e 11, section 12,
line 2, strike out ** quartermasters ™ and insert in lien thereof *deputy quar-

rs-general:’ and the Senate a the same.

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its ment to
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 11, section 12,
line 8, in lieu of the number pro by said Senate amendment insert
“twenty;" and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its d.lsageament
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 11, section 12,
line 3, in lien of the number pr by said Senate amendment insert
*gixty; "' and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disa ment
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 49 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 11, section 12,
line 10, after the word *‘fill," insert *‘original; " on 11, section 12, line
12, after the word “ apmini:.“ strike out ‘‘ persons who have, at any time,
served as volunteers subsequent to' and insert in lieu thereof * officers of
volunteers commissioned in the Quartermaster’s Department since;™ on
page 11, section 12, line 13, after the word ** ninety-eight,” insert ** Provided
Jurther, That the dent is authorized to continue in service, during the
present emergency, for duty in the Phi]i}rpme Islands and on tms'{:orta. 24
captains and assistant quartermasters of volunteers. This anthority shall

the Senate agree to the same.

extend only for the period when their services shall be absolutely neces-
sary; " and the Senate agree to the same.
Amendment numbered 50: Thatthe Houserecedefrom its ment to

the amendment of the Senate numbered 50 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with-an amendment as follows: On page 11, section 13,
line 14, after the word * three,” strike out * commissaries" and insert in lien
thereof ‘‘assistant commissaries-general;” on page 11, section 13, line 16
after the word * four,” strike out * commissaries ™ and insert in lieu thereo

*deputy commissaries-general:" and the Senam to the same,

Amendment numbered 53: That the House efrom itsdisa, mentto
the amendment of the S8enate numbered 53 to the amendment of the House,
and gfree to the same with an amendment as follows: On e 11, section 13,
line 24, after the word " fill," insert “ original;" on page 1%, section 183, line 1,
after the word “appoint," strike out the words **persons who have at an
time served as volunteers subsequent to" and in lieu thereof insert the fol-
}owmg: “officers of volunteersco oned in the Subsistence Department
since;" and the SBenate ea to the same.

Amendment numbered 54; That the House recede from ita ement
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 54 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 12, section
14, line 6, strike out the first word of said line, “surgeons,” and insert in lien
thereof **assistant surgeons-general;” on pag&;&wmtion 14, line 6, aftor the
word “twelve," strike out “surgeons™ and t in lien thereof ‘“‘deputy
gurgeons-general;” and the Senate ee to the sdme.
Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its
tothe d the Senate numbered 56 to theamendment of

ment
House,

XXXIV—105

and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On pnqe 13 section
14, line 5, after the word * captain,” insert **mounted;” on page 13, section 14,
line 9, after the word ** necessary,” insert: *Provided further. That asistant
surgeons in the Volunteer Army of the United States commissioned by the
President as captains, in accordance with the provisions of an act for increas-
ing the efficiency ot the Army of the United States, and for other purposes,
approved March 2, 1809, shall be entitled to the pay of a captain, mounted
from the date of their acceptance of such commission, as prescribed by law;™
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its di eement
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 62 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 16, section 17,
line 19, strike out the first word of said line, ** paymasters,” and insert in
lien thereof ** assistant paymasters-general;" and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disa ment
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 64 to the amendment of the Honse,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 16, section 17,
line 20, strike out “paymasters” and insert in lien thereof **deputy pay-
masters-general;” and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disa ment
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 72 to the amendment of the House,
and agree to the samoe with an amendment as follows: On 18, section 19,
line 1%, after the word *shall," insert *‘; as far as possible;’” on page 18,
section 19, line 12, after the word “ promotion,” strike out *‘and appoint-
ment" and insert in lien thereof *‘according to seniority;" and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 75: That the Honse recede from its d
tt; éha amendment of the Senate numbered 75 to the nmendment of
and s

sement
e House,
L gree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 18, section 20,
!}?gu;ﬂ'.‘in lien of the number proposed by said Senate amendment insert

Amendment numbered 78: That the Honse recede from its disagreement
totheamendment of the Senate numbered 76 to the amendment of the Hounse,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 18, section 20,
line 16, in lieu of the number proposed by said Senate amendment insert
“fourteen; " and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its di ement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 77 to the amendment of the House,
and a.péme to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 18, section 20,
}lzggu }ﬁgnn}!au of the number proposed by said Senate amendment insert

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its d ment
totheamendmentof the Senatenumbered 79 to the amendment of the Houssa,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 19, section 20,
line 2, after the word *‘ninety-eight," strike out **but no such person shall be
ap]fointed until he shall have ed a satisfactory examination as to hisphys-
ical, moral, and professional qualifications, and no person not now or pre-
viously in the Regular Armf' shall be appointed tothe grade of cap or
first lieutenant in the Signal Corps after he shall have reached the age of 40
years,” and amend the proviso at the end of said section to read as follows:
* Provided, That the President is authorized to continue in service durin,
the present emergency, for duty in the Phili girm Islands, 5 volunteer signﬁ
officers with the rank of first lientenant and 5 volunteer signal officers with
the rank of eecond lieutenant. Thisauthorityshall extend only for the period
when their services may be absolutely necessary."

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its di ment
tothe amendment of the Senatenumbered 81 to the amendment of the House,
and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 19, section 22,
line after the words * Bignal Corps,” insert the following: “including
those appointed to original vacaneies in the grades of captain and first lien-
tenant under the provisions of sections 12, 13, 17, and 20 olP this act.”

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its reement
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 82 to the amendment of the Honse,
and agree to the same withan amendmentas follows: Inline 11 of said amend-
ment, after the word ‘' corps,’ insert: “*after the original vacancies created
by this act shall have been filled.” In line 18 of said amendment strike out
“unless sooner relieved."

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its d ment;
tothe amendment of the 8enate numbered £9 to the amendmentof the House,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike ont all of the
matter inserted by said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following:

** Persons not over wgeqrs Ofl?i% who shall have at any time served as vol-
unteers subsequent to April 21 , may be ordered before boardsof officers
for such examination as mny‘ha prescribed by the Secretary of War, and
those who establish their fitness before these examining boards may be a

inted to the grades of first or second lientenant in ths%legular Army, taE-

ng rank in the respective grades according to seniority as determined by
length of prior commissioned service; but no person appointed under the
provisions of this section shall be placed above a.nother?g the same )
with longer commissioned service, and nothing herein contained shall change
the relative rank of officers heretofore commissioned in the Regular Army.

* Enlisted men of the Regular Army or Volunteers may be appointed sec-
ond lientenants in the Regular Army to vacancies ereated by tgj?a act, pro-
vided that they shall have served one year, under the same conditions now
authorized by law for enlisted men of the Regular Army."

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Benate numbered 93 to the amendment of the
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 8,
section 20, line 13, after the word “may," insert **, upon his own application;”
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 98 to the amendment of the
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of
said amendment, after the word *and,” insert *, by and with the consent of
the Senate;” and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102 to the amendment of the
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore all of
the matter etricken out by said amendment, amended to read as follows:

“That the Secrstary of War be. and he is hereby, authorized and directed to
cause preliminary examinations and surveys to be made for the purpose of ge-
lecting four sites with a view to the establishment of permanent camp grounds
for instruction of tmufs of the Regular Army and National Guard, with
estimates of the cost of the sites and their equipment with all modern appli-
ances, und for this pur is authorized to detail such officers of the Army
as mn.g be necessary to carry on the preliminary work: and the sum of
$10,000 is hereby appropriated for the necessary ex%nse of such work, to be
disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of War: Provided, That the
Secretary of War shall report to Congress the result of such examination
and surveys, and no contract for said sites shall @ nor any obligat

: 3

incurred un approve such selections and appropriate the
monag therefor.”
And the Senate agree to the same,
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Amendment numbered 103f: Thatthe Houserecede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108} to the amendment of the
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On e 27, sec-
tion 81, line 10, after the word * companies,” strike out the word * " and
insert in lieu thereof “‘may;" and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment nombered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 105 to the amendment of the
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 27, sec-
tion 31, line 14, after the word ‘* volunteers,” strike ount **during or since the
war with Spain' and insert in lien thereof “subsequent to April 21, 1808;
and the Senate agree to the same, !

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107 to the amendment of the
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 28,
section 32, line 12, after the word *‘island,” insert *‘as far as practicable;”
and the Senate agree to the same,

JOS. R. HAWLEY

REDFIELD PROCTOR,
F. M. COCERELL,
Managers on the part of the Senale.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LopGE in the chair). The
question is on agreeing to the report of the conference committee.

Mr. HAWLEY. The House, or rather a certain other legis-
lative body, has a rule requiring an explanatory statement with
every conference report. Such a statement will be found in the
REecORD this morning on page 1643, I started to read a specimen
of it, but it may be read in full from the desk. In some cases the
reasons for the changes are very clearly given; but in others,
where there is a change of perhaps an *“8" to a **6,” the explana-
tion may not convey any idea. any Senator wishes it, that can
be read. I hold in my hand the report made in the House giving
the reasons, so far as they can be given, for the changes made.

Mr. ﬁJOCKRELL. I suggest that the Secretary asked to
read that,

Mr. HAWLEY. I wasgoing to ask that the Secretary read that.

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is read, I think we will probably
get along faster if the Secretary will read the conference report

rom the beginning down to page 16, at the point where our atten-
tion was directed to the amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro-
lina asks that the conference report as far as page 16——

Mr. BUTLER. To the action on amendment numbered 54,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the conference rt may
be read again down to the action on amendment num 54,
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will
read the report to the point indicated.

The Secretary read from the report of the conferees to the action
on amendment numbered 54. .

Mr. BUTLER. That is the point, I think, where we got the
sections right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now read the
paper sent up by the Senator from Connecticut, if there is no ob-

ection.
’ Mr, BUTLER. I call the attention—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut
asked, before the Senator from North Carolina rose, that a paper
which he sent to the desk be read. If thereis no objection, the
Secretary will read the paper.

Mr. BUTLER. Very well.

The Secretary read as follows:

Amendments Nos. 1 and 2 are simply verbal and to cover all the Army as
now organized. House recedes,

Ng. 3 changes a corps of artillery to regimental organizations, and Senate
mﬂl\?o.e ?.is simply a verbal change, and House recedes.
No. 5, and House r e,

No. 6 includes Indian scouts, and House recedes,

No. 7 enlarges power of detail for surplus captains and lieutenants, and
House recedes.

Mr. BACON. I think the section which has just been passed
over is the one to which the Senator from North Carolina or the
Senator from Maine, I have forgotten which, called the attention
of the committee, in order to ascertain whether or not the num-
ber had not been increased over that which was specified in the
bill or the amendment.

Tlllle PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will be proceeded
with,

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the paper,
as follows:

No. 8 relates to regimental reorganizationfor artil]elg. and Senate recedes.
This leaves the corps organization as provided by the House.

No. 9 on same subject. Senate recedes.

No. 10 onsame subject. BSenate recedes.

No. 11 on same subject. Senate recedes with améndments striking out
“an inspector,” in line 23, 13, and inserting the words **a chief." Also
in line 3, page 24, strike ont * inspector ' and insert ** chief.”® Alsoon page 14,
line 4, strike out **eighty-two and insert ** ninety-five.” Alsoon same page,
line b, strike out *ninety-eight™ and insert *‘ninety-five." Also on same
page, line 6, strike out * ninety-two ™ and insert * ninety-five." These three
amendments make the captains, first and second lieutenants in artillery con-
form to organization provided for infantry and cavalry.

Nos. 12 and 13 refer to artillery organization, and Senate recedes on both.

Nos. 14 and 15 are artillery, and Senate recedes.

The same is true of

Nos. 16, 17, and 18 are simply renumbering section and making verbal
changes, and House recedes.

No. 19 ia simply renumbering section.

No. 20 enlarges power of detail of surplus officers, and House recedes.

Nos. 21 and 22 are verbal only, and House recedes.

No. 23 designates what officers can be detailed, and House recedes.

No. 24 simply renumbers section.

No. 2 fixes pa%f)f adjutants, quartermasters, and commissaries in engi-
neer battalions. House recedes.

No. 28 simgl& renumbers section.

Nos. 27 an refer to artillery organization, and Senate recedes.

No. 20 relates to age of chaplain, and House recedes,

No. 30 relates to artillery organization, and Senate recedes.

No. 3l relates only to number of section.

No. 32 relates to rank of Adjutant-General, and Senate recedes, with an
amendment which makes it cléar that when the office is again filled the rank
shall be that of a brigadier-general only.

No. 33 relates only to number of section.

Nos. 34, 35, and 36 relate to title and numbers in Inspector-General's De-
partment, and House recedes.

No. 37 relates only to number of section.

Nos. 38, 39, 40, and 41 are verbal changes only.

No. 42 relates to appointments in Judge-Advocate’s Department, and
House recedes with an amendment which will in the future open appoint-
ments in this corps to persons from civil life not over 85 years N

No. 43 relates to details from the line in Judge-Advocate's %g:rps, and
House recedes.

No. 44 relates to number of the section.

Nos. 45, 46, 47, and 48 relate to number of officers in each grade in Quarter-
master-General's Department, and leaves the number at 6 colonels, 9 lieu-
tenant-colonels, 20 majors, and 60 captains, with a proviso that the Secretary
of War may retain 24 captains of volunteers in the service so long as may be
necessary, and in line 18, page %, inserts the word *‘original™ before the
word ** vacancies."

No. 49 is amended so it shall read “officers of volunteers commissioned in

he Quartermaster’s Department since April 21, 1808,

Nos. 51 and 52 limit the number of commissary sergeants to those now au-
thorized by law, and the House recedes.

No. 53 is amended so as to read “‘officers of volunteers commissioned in
Bubsistence Department since April 21, 1808,

No. i relates to number of section.

No. 55, House recedes with an amendment which provides for paying vol-
unteer captains the snhr{ of their rank, and inserting, in line 24, page %. the
word *mounted " after the word ** captain.”

No. 56 increases the number of hospital stewards, and the House recedes,

No. 57 relates to number of section.

No. 58 provides that the head of Army nurse corps shall be a graduate of
a nurses' training school. House recedes.

No. i relates to the veterinary corps, and House recedes.

No. 60 establishes the grade and regulates the number of veterinarians,
and House recedes.

No. 6l relates to number of section.

Nos. 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, and 60 relate to number, rank, and official desig-
nation of officers in Pay Corps; conference agreement 083 colonels, 4 lieu-
tenant-colonels, 20 majors, 25 captains, mounted, and retains the designation
now provided by law.

No, 70 relates tc;’}.h tion, and 8 ter d
Eo. _'Q.irelatas only to number of section.
0. i=18

eed to with an amendment, in line s,pxge 82, by inserting after
the word **shall™ the words *'as far as possible,” and after the word * pro-
motion™ the words “according to ority,” and striking out the words
“‘and appointment.”

No. 73 refers to number of section.

Nos. 74, 75, 76, and 77 relate to number in each e,and conference agree-
ﬂ;nentg lmwt: 1 colonel, 1 lientenant-colonel, 4 majors, 14 captains, and 14 first

entenan

No. 78 increases first-class privates by 54. House recedes.

No. 79 relates to appointment ir Signal Corps, and House to same
with an amendment which strikes ont all relating to and examination
and changing the number of first lieutenants from 10 to 5 and second lHeuten-
ants from 10 to 5.

No. 80 relates only to number of section.

No. 81 is agreed to with an amendment protecting volunteer commissions.

No. 82 relates to detail staff, and is agreed to by an amendment in line 8,
page 34, after word **corps,” by provisions which protect al vacancies
created by this act from the detail system, and striking out the words “un-
less sooner retired’ from line 13, so as to make the detail for four years.

Nos. 83 and 84 relate to examinations, and House recedes, as the bill now
provides for detail to the staff without additional rank.

No. 85 relates to number of section.

No. 86 relates to number of section.

No. 87 relates to captains in the line. Benate recedes.

No. 88 is verbal only. House recedes.

No. 89 relates to lists of volunteer officers, and House recedes with an
amendment in lines 20, 21, 22, and 2 by striking out words which are dupli-
ecated, and by striking out *officer,” in line 4} ge 40, and inserting the word
“person,” and by amending lines 9, 10, and 11, page 40, so as to let enlisted
men of regulars or volunteers take examination for promotion to vacancies
created by this bill after one year’s service.

No. 90 relates to number of section.

No. 61 relates only to number of section.

No. 02 is verbal only, and House recedes.

No. 93 relates to di.w’hacggo of soldiers after one year's service where a par-
ent dies, and Senate recedes with an amendment requiring the soldier to
np'g‘ly for discharge.

Yo. 4 relates to number of section.

No. % is verbal only, and House recedes.

No. 96 relates only to number of section.

No. 87 relates to compulsory retirement, and House recedes.

No. 98 relates to placing two officers on retired list as brigadier-
and one officer on the ret: list as a or-general. House rece
this agreement, making t of Senat v.

No. 99 relates to number of section.

Nos. 100 and 101 are verbal only, and House recedes.

No. 102 relates to selecting four camps, and Benate recedes with an amend-
ment which provides for four camps and provides that no contract for land
:}mllt‘ilm mfa.de until Congress approves the surveys and makes an appropria-

on arafor.

No. 108 relates only to number of section.
No. 103} inserts **and " after **officers,” in line 11, m&; and House re-
lit?idefz with an amendment striking out “ shall™ an ﬁug “may ” in

e 12, ’

No. 104 is verbal only, and House recedes.

No. 105 inserts * or enlisted men" in line
with an amendment striking out of line 16,

erals
es from

15, 44, and House recedes
pageﬁthewords “during or
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sinoq‘ths war with Spain * and inserting the words * subsequent to April 21,

No. 108 relates to pay of enlisted men from natives of islands and gives
Becretary of War certain discretion as topay and rations, and House recedes.

No. 107 relates to section on Porto Rican regiment and House recedes with
an ameadnﬁnt“hy inserting after **island,” line 17, page 45, the words * as far
as practicable.

cag' 108 relates to pay and allowances of Porto Rican regiment, and House
e 2.

No. 109 gives the Secretary of War discretionary power in regard to pay,
rations, and clothing allowances, and House recedes.

Nos. 110 and 111 relate only to numbers of sections.

No. 112 gives the President power to fix rations, and House recedes.

No. 113 granta power to those who served in the late war andin the insur-
racitigin in the Philippines to wear the distinctive badge of their military
societies.

No. 114 relates to bounty for volunteer eoldiers who may reenlist, whose
term of service expires on the 1st day of July, 1801. The Senate recedes.

Mr. SPOONER. May I have the attention of the conferees for
a moment?

Mr. HAWLEY. Woe are all listening. "

My, SPOONER. 1 should like to have some reason given for the
reinsertion of this provision, which the Senate unanimously struck
out of the bill. Itis amendment No. 93:

Provided, That in the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army for
the period required by law, and after the expiration of one year of service,
should either of his parents die, leaving the other solely dependent u the
soldier for snpport, such soldier may be honorably disc from the serv-
ice of the United States upon due proof being made of such condition to the
Secretary of War.

The conference report restored that proviso, amended by insert-
ing the words ‘ upon his own application,” which is utterly incon-
sequential so far as the merit of the amendment is concerned.
Unless there is some good reason for that provision—

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not stricken out.

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, it was. It was stricken out by the Sen-
ate, and it is reinstated by the conference committee.

: 1]?D:Ir. COCEKRELL. Oh, I thought the Senator said it had been
eft out.

Mr. SPOONER. It was stricken out by the Senate, and rein-
stated by the conference committee, with the wordsadded, *‘ upon
his own application.” If there is a good reason for that, I have
nothing to say about it.

Mr. PROCTOR. The purpose of it was just this: There have
been cases where friends have applied for the discharge of a sol-
dier (I have personally known of such cases) and the discharge
has been granted, by favor, without the application of the soldier,
and it was found when it came to him that he objected. He did
not wish to leave the service.

Mr. SPOONER. I concede the propriety, if the provisois to be
in the bill, of the amendment made by the conferees, so that the
soldier shall not be discharged without his own application; but
what wisdom is there in the provision and what occasion is there
for the provision itself?

Mr. HAWLEY. It speaks for itself; that is all.

Mr, SPOONER. It speaks badly for itself, in my judgment, if
that is all the Senator has to say about it.

Mr. HAWLEY, What is the objection to it?

Mr. SPOONER. This is the objection to it—

Mr, HAWLEY. Itwas considered avery charitable and kindly
promswn.

Mr. SPOONER., I think it is a very uncharitable and unkindly
provision.

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not do anything to the man without
his consent.

Mr. SPOONER. It does a great deal to the man without his
consent, if T understand it. To-day the President has discretion
as to the discharge of a soldier. To-day, no matter how long a
man may have served, as I understand, if the circumstances are
such as to call, as a matter of humanity, for his discharge, it is
fﬁn{getent for the President to discharge him., Am I wrongabout

at?

Mr. PROCTOR. That is right.

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. It is proposed now to limit, as
I understand, that discretionary power of the President.

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all,

Mr. SPOONER. Let us see whether or not it is:

Provided, That in the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army for
the period required by law, and after the expiration of one year of service,
should either of his parents die, leaving the other solely dependent upon the
goldier for support, such soldier—

Not * ghall,” but—
may behonorably discharged from the service of the United States upon due
proof being made of such condition to the SBecretary of War.

Mr, SEWELL. It is discretionary with the Secretary of War.
It does not go to the President.

Mr. SPOONER. No matter——

Mr, COCKRELL, Itdoes notlimit the power of the President.

Mr. SPOONER. It limits the power of the President in this
respect, that he is given permission by this bill to discharge a sol-
dier 1:5}1011 the happening of the contingency here indicated after
he shall have served one year.

Mr. SEWELL. We did not construe it in that way.

Mr. SPOONER. It bears no other construction.

Mr. SEWELL. Itsimply enlarges the power of the Secre
of War. The President may discharge John Jones or John Smit
after a day’s service. He has that power. It does not interfere
with him in any sense. Another power which the Secretary of
War possesses is to discharge a man on the payment of a certain
sum. Thisgiveshim the power withoutreference to the President,

Mr. SPOgNER. I think not. This does not give it to the Sec-
retary of War, It provides that the proof of the existence of the
facts upon which the power to discharge is to be exercised shall
be made to the Secretary of War. That is all.

Now, it seems to be admitted that under the law as it stands
to-day the President has the power to discharge at any time a
goldier when he thinks the circumstances are such as to make it
proper or necessary that he should be discharged. When Con-
gress, having control over the whole subject, enacts a law au-
thorizing the President to grant a discharge for a particular
reason and under special circumstances, that npon every rule of
construction limits him to those cases.

Mr. HALE. Expressio unins—

Mr. SPOONER, Expressio unius est exclusio alterius.

Mr. McCOMAS. I havebeen listening tothe Senator from Wis-
consin. I wonld ask whether in his opinion the fourth article of
the Articles of War are in any wise affected? Article4 of the Ar-
ticles of War, as found in-the Revised Statutes, provides that a
man shall not be discharged except by order of the President, the
Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or by
sentence of a general court-martial. That power still remains,
does it not?

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course it does.

Mr. SPOONER. That isa question.
Mr. McCOMAS. ShallI read the section? It is very short.
Mr. SPOONER. Yes.
Mr, McCOMAS. I will not unless the Senator desires that it
shall be read.
Mr, SPOONER. Yes; read it.
. J}Ir‘l McCOMAS. It issection 1842 of the Revised Statutes, ar-
cle 4:

No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the service with-
out a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the regiment to which
he belonfsac ,» or by the commanding officer, when no field officer is present;
and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man before his term of serv-
ice has expired, except by order of the President, Secretary of War, the com-
manding officer of a department, or by sentence of a general court-martial.

Mr, SPOONER. That, to my mind, does not throw any light
upon the question. It is an act of Congress upon the subject of
discharges. So is this, It is nof directed to the authority of the
Secretary of War at all. The only mention of the Secretary of
‘War is as to the requirement that the proof shall be presented to
him. This is a provision which apparently covers the whole sub-
ject of discharges.

Mr. McCOMAS. May I ask the Senator—

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to finish the
sentence?

Mr. McCOMAS., What page is it?

Mr. SPOONER. Page 33. This is’a provision which appar-
antlgcovers the whole subject of discharges of enlisted men from
the Regular Army, and so far as it is inconsistent, if it is incon-
sistent at all, with what the Senator has read, it repeals what the
Senator has read. Moreover, being a permanent enactment, it
may be regarded as a substitute, if adepted, for the provisions
there mentioned. -

Now, to-day the President has the power to discharge an en-
listed man from the Army. This provides:

That in the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army for the period
required by law, and after the expiration of one year of service, should
either of his parents die, leaving the other solely dependent upon the soldler
for support, such soldier may—

May—
be honorably discharged from the service of the United States upon due
proof being mads of such condition to the Secretary of War.

That is a limitation which we have a right to make upon the
power of the President, and it leaves upon the statute book a later
enactment than that which the Senator from Maryland has read,
groviding one case in which a soldier may be discharged, and I

oubt very much whether it does not conflict with the provisions
of the law read by the Senator.

Mr. HALE. Isitnot—

Mr. SPOONER. There are two restrictions here, if the Sena-
tor from Maine will permit me. One is that the soldier must
have remained in the service one year. I take it to be perfectly
plain under this proposition that there isno authority to gmha.rge
a soldier except for wounds or disability until after he shall have
served one year. I do not see the force or wisdom of any such re-
striction, If after one year the death of a father on whom the
mother was solely dependent for support is a good reason for dis-
charging a soldier from the service, why is it not a good reason if
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the father died within a year after he has enlisted? And why
limit it to the death of a parent. excluding total disability. which,
for purposes of acquiring a livelihood, is little less than death?

There is another consideration, Mr. President; and 1 wish to
take very little time. No right-minded soldier who has anyone
dependent upon him for support would enlist in the Army of the
United States with a provision in the statute that no matter what
mi%ht happen at home, no matter what call circumstances might
make upon him, it is beyond the power of the President to dis-
charge him until after the expiration of a year.

Then why limit it to the death of a father or mother? Suppose
a man having a wife and children dependent npon him goes into
the service, and the wife is stricken with paralysis and helpless,
and it is absolutely necessary to the care of his children that he
should be at home to look after them., If the circumstances are
such that a generous-minded or just-minded President would dis-
charge him, he ought not to be tied up in the exercise of that
power by any statute provision. Suppose the wife died instead of
the father or mother, leaving a flock of little children without rela-
tives to be scattered in the absence of the father among the poor-
honses. Ought not that to be taken into consideration?

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishouldlike to make an interesting explana-
tion there. No married men are enlisted.

Mr, SPOONER. They marry after they are enlisted sometimes.

Mr. HAWLEY. That we can not very well help.

Mr. SPOONER. They marry after they are enlisted. Ofcourse
the Army regulations are not as strict as this. It does not seem
to me that this one-year limitation should be put upon the Presi-
dent. We never had any trouble about it. 1f the President has
the discretion, he will exercise it wisely.

I agree entirely that if the provision is left in there should be
an application of the soldier. I am perfectly willing that there
ghall be incorporated a provision that no soldier shall be dis-
charged except upon his ¢wn application. I have had to send
hundreds of letters informing soldiers of the rule of the Depart-
ment on that subject.

I do not like this provision, and I see no reason and hear no rea-
son given for it. The Senate struck it out unanimously, and I
think the committee of conference ought to have left it out.

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr, President, this amendment came to the
Senate from the House, and the Senate disagreed to it. In con-
ference the Senate conferees had to yield because other conferees
had rights as well as Senators,

The Senator from Wisconsin has mistaken the whole scope and
object of this provision, and has misinterpreted it. It is nota
limitation npon the right and power of the President, or the Sec-
retary of War, or the commanding general of the department in
any shape, manner, or form. 1t gives to a soldier in a certain con-
tingency a right, and that is all it does.

Mr. TELLER. It sayshe ‘““1nay be honorably discharged.”

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all it does. It does mot limit the
President. It does not restrict him. It does not weaken the
power of the President to discharge for any cause he deems
proper, the power of the Secretary of War to discharge for any
cause he sees proper, or the power of the commanding general
of the department, but it says in a certain event the soldier upon
his own application may be discharged, and that event is one that
during the war with Spain was frequently nsed in securing the
discharge of soldiers—a dependent widowed mother, or something
of that kind. I think I had at least half a dozen soldiers dis-
charged, and it was known they were not to be sent to Cuba be-
cause they had widowed dependent mothers., This simply gives
the right to a soldier after a certain length of time upon his own
application to be discharged. The President can discharge them
before that time for any cause he deems proper: the Secretary of
‘War can discharge them for any cause he deems proper, and the
commanding general can discharge them.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator let me ask him a
guestion?

Mr, COCERELL. Certainly.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Can not a soldier now ask to be dis-
charged on account of a misfortune of that sort?

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; he can ask to be discharged.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then how does this enlarge his privi-
leges or rights?

r. COCKRELL, Thisgives him the right to be discharged in
that event.

Mr. SPOONER. Itdoesnot.

Mr. COCKRELL. He has not aright to bedischarged now; he
has a right to apply.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas.
now?

Mr. COCKERELL. Certainly the President can discharge him,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Thisleaves it altogether in the hands

of the President?
This gives him a right to ask to be dis-

The President can not discharge him

Mr. COCKRELL.
charged.

Mr. SPOONER. It is not needed to enable him to ““ask.”

Mr. COCKRELL, To be discharged upon his own application.

Mr. BURROWS. He ‘“may be ” discharged.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Missouri would be quite
right if it provided that in the given case, nupon making due proof
to the Secretary of War, the soldier should be entitled to be dis-
charged. But that is not provided here, and whether it is a re-
striction upon the power of the President or not is purelya
question of law.

I have obtained discharges, just as the Senator says he has; and
there is no doubt that to-day the President has the power to dis-
charge in such a case. My trounble is, and it is not technical (and
I do notwant to take an unnecessary moment of the Senate'stime),
that after the adoption of this proposition he will not have the
power which he has now. Let me read it again. It is general
in its language. It applies to enlisted soldiers generally. Itis
provided in this bill:

In the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army for the period re-
quired by law, and after the expiration of one year of service, should either
of hisparents die leaving the otl?er solely dependent upon the soldier for sup-
port, such soldier may be honorably discharged.

He can now, upon his own application, be discharged withount
having served a year, but I take it that no one will deny that if
this is adopted he must have served a year before he can be dis-
charged, 1f that is not a restriction npon the power of the
President, I do not know what language would constitute a re-
striction.

Moreover, there may be a restriction in a broader sense than
that. for where you Provide that the President may discharge a
soldier in a particular event, upon the settled rules of statutory
construction yon exclude him except in that event. My own
opinion when this matter was before the Senatein the first place—
and the Senate seemed to so think (I believe the Senator from Colo-
rado made the mofion to strike it ont)—was that the President
ought to be left with discretion to discharge a soldier whether he
had served a year or a month if the circnmstances were such, and
were made properly to appear to him to be such, that common
humanity required that he should be discharged.

I do not think this provision ought to be in the law.

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I never believed in this provi-
sion at all. I did not favor it, and would be glad to have had it
stricken out. It, however, never occurred to me that it could be
iuterfreted as limiting the power of the President. All the force
that I think it has is a statutory indication of a reason which the
soldier may give in his application for the discharge. It gives
him a special reason which he may use.

Mr. SPOONER. If he ought to be discharged on the death of
his father or mother after a year, shonld he not be discharged in
the event of the death occurring before the expiration of a year?

Mr. PROCTOR. 1 do not consider that this restricts that in
the least. I do not understand it in that way.

Mr. SPOONER. What does it mean, then, when it says “that
in the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army for the
period required by law, and after the expiration of one year of
service,” ete.?

Mr, PROCTOR. The Secretary of War or the commanding
general of the department may discharge a soldier at any time
and for any purpose that he chooses.

Mr. SPOONER. That begs the question.

Mr. PROCTOR. This indicates to the soldier a special reason
which he may give for asking to be discharged. I think thatis
all the force of it, although it is apparently useless and I did not
favor it originally.

Mr. SPOONER. Then thisis only intended as a guide to the
stﬁldierdas to the circumstances under which he may be dis-
charged?

Mr, PROCTOR. I think that is all the force of it.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senate struck this provision
out, I think I can say, because it was supposed to be a limitation
upon the power of the President, and it is a limitation. I do
not know whether it was intended as such or not, but it cer-
tainly is a limitation by any canon of construction known to the
profession,

Now, the President can do everything that is provided here,
and he can do it in an hour after the soldier enlists, if he sees fit,
When this passes he will have to wait a year to do it; that is cer-
tain; and then he need not do it. It is not a case where you pro-
vide that he shall do it. He may do it. He may do that now.
It is simply, Mr. President, putting into the statute a provision
that may be construed, and undoubtedly will be construed, to
limit the discharge to just such cases as this, and to take away
the general power of the President to discharge, a power that has
never been abused that I know of. There can be no reason given
on the face of the earth why the provision should be in the bill,

Mr. HAWLEY, I think oneis given by the War Department,
It will relieve them considerably.

Mr, KENNEY, Ighould like to ask the Senator from Colorado
a question.
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Mr. TELLER. It may relieve them, because they may say,
* Now, you do not come within the provision; we are bound by a
statute.” The Senate did not intend to limit the President in the
slightest degree. We intended to leave him with the anthority to
dismiss any soldier from the Army whenever a case was made
that in his judgment justified it. Now the Department may say,
*“We will not be required to write so many letters, because we can
say here is a rule that the statute has made for us, and your case
does not fall within the rule,” If that is what we want to do—

Mr, KENNEY., Mr, President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr, TELLER. I will ina moment. If that is what we want
to do, this will do it. Now I will hear what the Senator from
Delaware has to say.

Mr. EENNEY. I wish to ask the Sénator whether he contends
that that provision limits the power of the President of the United
States to grant discharges?

er. TELLER. Well, I said it as plainly as my English will
admit.

Mr., KENNEY. Then I will ask him the further guestion
whether or not the Secretary of War can now, under the present
law, grant a discharge without that provision?

Mr. TELLER. This will be the law of the Department, no
matter what the Secretary can do to-day, as stated by the Senator
from Wisconsin. Itistherule. You havenow laid down a rule.
He must come within that rule. It is possible, of course, that the
soldier can be discha.rg:i if he has lost a leg, or something of that
kind. A wound or a disability of course discharges him, and that
would not affect this.

Mr. President, if the provision does not limit his power it cer-
tainly does not enlarge it. Does anybody pretend to say that the
President has not thgﬁ:lower todo all this now? If the words had
been ** the soldier shall, npon his application, be discharged,” that
would be a different thing; but thatisnot the language. 1t ishere
for no good reason that can be given in the world, and I think, the
ISe[na{ethaviug struck it out by a unanimous vote, it ought to be
eft out.

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr, TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. TILLMAN. Iunderstand that this bill was drawn up by
the War Department in a large measure and submitted to Con-
gress and that it contains the views of the Secretary of War and
those in authority. From my own experience in the matter of
getting discharges I think it is a very rare instance where any-
body ever goes to the President to get a discharge. You make
{3111- application to the Adjutant-General or to the Secretary of

ar.

Mr. TELLER, Of course; that is the custom.

Mr. TILLMAN. And if he turns the case down, that ends it,
for nobody would think of appealing from the Secretary of War
to the President, unless it was in some remarkable case. Butmy
judgmentis that the bill intends to prevent any man from getting
out of the Army within one year under any conditions, even in
an extraordinary case, where the parents of the soldier have died
and the conditions are such as to appeal to humanity and to de-
mand his discharge; that the War Department intend that it
shall be a limitation on discharges for any cause, because they do
not intend to give them, and in a case which would appeal to the
humanity of men this is to be used as an excuse for turning down
the application, because they can say the statuts so declares.

Mr. BURROWS. This provision was put on in the House,

Mr, PROCTOR. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Ver-
mont suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the Senate
the unfinished business, which will be stated?

The SEcrRETARY. A bill (8. 727) to promote the commerce and
increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use
wlhen necessary.

Mr. HALE. Let the bill be informally laid aside.

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me a
moment, in reply to the Senator from South Carolina, I will say
that this amendment was put in on the floor of the House.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the unfinished business may be
temporarily laid aside.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, GALLINGER in the chair),
The Senator from Rhode Island asks unanimous consent that the
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for further consider-
ation of the conference report of the Army reorganization bill,

Mr, PETTIGREW. I object, Mr. President. ¢

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator from Vermont will permit me,
the fact that the provision was put on in the House does not indi-
cate that it originated in the Hounse. It may have come from the
‘War Department and been suggested to the member who moved

it in the House, That fact does not change the complexion of the
bill as a measure that meets the approval of the War Department.
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut
that he take up this conference report again to-morrow morning.
Mr. HAWLEY. Ishall call the attention of the Senate to it
immediately after the morning business to-morrow.,
Mr. TELLER. That being the case, I do not believe I will dis-
cuss the Army bill on the ship-subsidy bill. So I will quit.
PROMOTION OF COMMERCE AND INCREASE OF TRADE,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid-
eration of the bill (8. 727) to promote the commerce and increase
the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide auxiliary
cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use when neces-

sary.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, last night I proposed certain
amendments to the bill and gave notice that I intended to offer
‘certain other amendments. I move to amend the bill on page 8.

Mr. FRYE. Of the last print?

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 8 of the former print. It is on page
7 of the latest print. On page 7, line 20, I move to strike out all
after the word ** contract” down to and including line 8, on page
8, and to insert what I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island
offers an amendment. which will be read.

The SecrETARY. On page 7, line 20, it is proposed’ to strike ont
all after the word ‘‘contract” down to and including line 8, on
page 8, and to insert:

Prove to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury that he or the
(the said citizen or citizens) has or have already contracted with responsi-
ble parties for the building, within a reasonable period of time, not exceed-
ing three Fearﬂ. in the United States, of a new vessel or vessels, and that the
constructionof the said vessel or vessels hasalready been begun, conditioned
that the contract or con be made by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall provide for the payment to the owner or owners of the new vessel
or vessels so to be built, for a period of fifteen years from the date of the

completion and registry of such vessel or vessels, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to

the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island.
hMr. ALLISON. Lettheamendment bereadin connection with
the text.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the section may be read as proposed
to be amended. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section will be read as it
would stand if amended.

The Secretary read as follows:

Page 7, line 13:

*(f) The SBecretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and di-
rected to contract with any citizen or citizens of the United States (including
as such citizens corporations created under the laws of the United States or
any of the States thereof) who shall apply to said Secretary within five years
next after the passage of this act for a contract such as is in thisact provided,
and shall, on sif‘plylng for such contract, prove io the satisfaction of the Bec-
retary of the Treasury that he or they (the said citizen or citizens) has or
have already contracted with responsible parties for the building, within a
reasonable period of time, not exceeding three years, in the United States,
of a new vessel or vessels, and that the construction of the said vessel or ves-
sels has already been begun, conditioned that the contract or contracts so to
be made by the Secretary of the Treasury shall provide for the payment to
the owner or owners of the new vessel or vessels so to be built, for a period
of fifteen years from the date of the completion and registry of such vessel
or vessels, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,

the," ete.

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President——

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Tennesgee will pardon me a
moment, I desire to ask in reference to the last amendment if the
Senator does not desire to have if printed. We wounld like to see
it in print.

Mr. ALDRICH. Idesire to have it printed. The Senator from
Tennessee is entitled to the floor. I am willing to explain it, but
I will defer the explanation until after the Senator has completed
his remarks. I have another amendment to offer. Perhaps I had
better wait and defer that also.

Mr. TURLEY. If yon want to offer the amendment now, I
will wait. Let it be offered.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be offered and printed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the
Senator from Rhode Island will be printed and lie on the table..

Mr. ALDRICH. In section 8 of the bill, at the bottom of the
ninth page of the new print, I move to sirike out the word
“ twenty,” in the twenty-fifth line, and insert ** fifteen.”

Mr. SPOONER. That isto limit the life of the contract?

Mr, ALDRICH. Itis to limitthe life of the contract.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee
will proceed.

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, I wish to discuss briefly this
bill, I do so with some diffidence, because it is a character of
sabject with which I have had very little acquaintance. I have
listened to much of the discussion in the Senate, and I have
thought a good deal over it. I desire now to present in as brief a
way as I can the points in it which seem to me objectionable, and
especially which have given me tronble.

80 to
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1t is a bill under which, at least by the admission of all parties,
$180,000,000 are to be taken out of the Treasury of the United
States for the benefit of certain particular interests, the interests
of the shipowners and the shipbuilders. It is true, if one of the
pending amendments is adopted, that amount may be reduced in
a very small degree, but, on the contrary, $180,000,000 does not
include the appropriations which are made to the deep-sea fishery
and to the seamen engaged therein.

I am reminded, in looking over some of the documents, of a re-
mark made by ex-Senator Edmunds in discussing one of these
subsidy measures, in which he announced that he would never
vote to take one dollar out of the Treasury of the United States
for the benefit of a private industry or a private enterprise, or
for any such purpose as is disclosed in this bill, unless the very
strongest reasons were given for it. It seems to me, Mr. Presi-
dent, before we embark npon this enterprise, the greatest bounty
that this Government could ever be asked to give to any interest,
that the most cogent and convincing reasons, such as would re-
move every doubt, should be given for the passage of the measure.

Now, in whose interest is this bounty to be given? The ship-
owners and the shipbuilders., It is well for us tostop and inquire,
in the first instance, whether these interests have heretofore been
favored by the Government; whether they are now and have been
for years receiving the g‘rea.taﬂt favors from the Government and
have been protected and fostered by it in every way.

Mr, President, already they have in their favor exceptions in
the tariff law which admit free of duty all materials used in the
construction of ships for foreign trade, and this has existed now
for some sixteen or eighteen years. In addition to this they have
the absolute monopoly of the coastwise trade of the United States.
No foreign vessel can engage in that enferprise.

It is well, Mr. President, to look for a moment at what the
coastwise trade means. I read now from the report of Mr. O, I,
Austin, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics,in a pam]}h]etjust issued
and distributed among us, entitled The Shippin% ndustry of the
United States and its Relation to the Foreign Trade. That doc-
ument shows that—

The frontier of the United States measures 10,800 milesin length, 5,200 miles
of which is coast line, fronting on the oceansand the Gulf of Mexico. Besides
this there is a lake and river coast of 2,100 miles in length. The greater part
of this water frontage of 7,300 miles is deep enough to admit of shipbuilding
in some one or more of its several branches,

I have heard nowhere any comparison of what this coastwise
trade amounts to as compared with our foreign trade. If we in-
clude the Great Lakes, I should say it far exceeded our foreign
trade, for,as I understand, there are points on these Great Lakes be-
fore which more tonnage of freight passes than before any other
points on the habitable globe, All this benefit of the absolute
monoply of this immense frade is already secured to this enter-

rise, which is now again knocking at the doors of the United
tates Treasury and demanding $180,000,000 more.

Let us go a little further, Mr. President. Under our law every
naval vessel of the United States has to be bnilt in one of these
favorite yards, and these subsides are to be paid out of the taxes
levied npon the people of the United States,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes-
gee yield to the Senator from Indiana?

r. TURLEY. I do.

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Will the Senator explain what the coast-
wise and lake trade has to do with the foreign trade?

Mr. TURLEY. I wasnotsayingthatithadanything especially
to do with the foreign trade.

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Does not the Senator understand that the
object of this bill is to give to the foreign trade a portion of the
protection and benefits which has heretofore been given to the
coastwise and lake trade?

Mr. TURLEY. I understand the object of this bill. if the Sen-
ator wants to know, is to take $180,000,000 out of the Treasury of
the United States and put it into the pockets of certain gentlemen
who own ships and build ships. That is the object of the bill.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; but the Senator was proceeding to say
something about the coastwise trade and the lake trade, and the
protection which it had been afforded. I want fo ask the Senator
what the coastwise and lake trade has to do with the foreign trade,
which this bill applies to?

Mr. TURLEY. I think the Senator did not follow me.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1 did.

Mr. TURLEY. Then I must have been confused in my state-
ment; I was addressing myself to these points, Mr., President:
If a gentleman comes to me and seeks a bounty of me, and I had
on the previous day made him a very large contribution, I would
sipay to him that I thought he ought to wait a while before he asked

or more.

Now, I say that these shipbuilders and shipowners are in this
condition. They have already received from the United States
through our navigation and shipping laws the absolute monopoly
of the most luerative trade, all of which must necessarily fall more
or less as a burden npon the citizens of the United States. Isay

that is a favored class, a highly favored class, a class thatis already
reaping riches and growing fat on this monopoly which has been
granted to them, and it comes with ill grace from it to come here
and say, * This is not enough; we want $180,000,000 more.”

As I 8aid, I was making no argument with reference to the coast-
wise trade being connected with the foreign trade. Ithas, though,
a connection that I am not going into at this time; but Isay when
a man or an interest or an enterprise has received the immense
favor this enterprise has received from the Government of the
'(I_:t'_xtited States it is not entitled now to ask for this large additional
gift.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes-
see yield fo the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. TURLEY. Ido.

Mr, BEVERIDGE. I desire to ask the Senator whether or not
the shipping interest engaged in the foreign trade has received
any part of the benefit and protection that has been afforded to
the coastwise and lake trade? That is the question I ask, and one
as to which I insist on an answer.

Mr. TURLEY, I will answer the Senator’s question as well as
I can. Iam notvery well posted on these shipyards, but I under-
stand that in a good many places around the coast of the United
States—on the Great Lakes, in Maine, in California, and on the
‘Western coast—there are shipyards, and that those shipyards turn
out ships for the coasting trade, as I think I will show a little
further on, and also for the foreign trade.

In other words, as I understand—I[ may be wholly mistaken
about it—there is not a shipyard that builds a ship, especially
for the foreign trade, that will refuse to build ships for the coast-
wise trade. The same individuals own the shipyards and are in-
terested in this enterprise. This subsidy is going to individuals;
it is not going to ships. Ships are only inanimate objects. This
subsidy is going into some man’s pocket; that is where it is go-
ing. It is going into the pockets of the men who own ships and
own shipyards; who own the ships running in the coastwise trade
as well as in the foreign trade, and the shipyards building ships
for the coastwise as well as the foreign trade. The individua
who own these shipyards have received the benefit of this mo-
nopoly for years and years, and now they say that ‘‘it is not
enough; we want more"—$180,000,000 more at this present mo-
ment. What it will be hereafter, the good Lord only knows.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to take too much of the
Senator’s time——

Mr. TURLEY. I will yield to the Senator’s interruption with
pleasure.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is very kind.

Mr. TURLEY, I have plenty of time.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1have studied thisquestion with some care,
and I have listened to the Senator’s argument with very great re-
spect, but when 1 hear an argument advanced here either for or
against the bill that is not only not sound, but as disingenuous as
this, 1 feel it my duty to call attention to it.

I want fo ask this question again, Whether the Senator can
Eoint out any shipping industry engaged in the foreign trade that

as received any benefit whatever from the Government?

In that connection I should like to ask the Senator another
question. I ask whether the Senator thinks that the protection
afforded to the lake and coastwise trade has been beneficial to the
counfry? I will stop and wait for an answer to that question.

Mr. TURLEY, 1 will give the Senator an answer right now;
and fortunately I have the paper right here,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think it has been benefi-
gli'aldi? respect of the protection afforded to the coastwise and lake

ade

Mr, TURLEY. Iam noton that subject now.

Mr. BEVERIDGE, The Senator was discussing it, and that
was the reason I asked the question.

Mr. TURLEY, If the Senator wants a frank answer, I say if
the coastwise trade had been left open to competition and every
man had a right to sail a ship in it who was in peace, amity, and
friendship toward this country, I think we would not have been
g;lg worse off, That is my honest belief, although I may be mis-

en.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, if the Senator will pardon me a re-
mark right there, I will not trouble him further. I understand
the Senator to say that he is in favor of taking from our coastwise
and lake trade the protection that is now afforded to that trade.
‘With that admission from the Senator I have no further questions
to ask him.

Mr. TURLEY., Iam

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has.

Mr. TURLEY. I will not be here very long, but if durin
brief term of service such a bill should be broughtin I wo

lad I have at last satisfied the Senator.

my
d be

very glad to vete for it. I am glad this fhing has come up, be-
cause I can speak of it just as well here as anywhere else.

The Senator, as I understand, asks the question whether I can
point out any vessels engaged in the foreign commerce of the
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United States that have received any benefits from the United
States; or did I understand him to confine his question with refer-
ence to the coastwise trade?

Mr. BEVERIDGE, No, sir; my question was with reference
to the foreign trade.

Mr. TURLEY. There are such vessels that run in the foreign
trade, and they are vessels which compose a large part of the
International %avigation Line, as I understand, two of which
were built in Europe and two in the United States. We have
been payin i‘out in mail pay——

Mr. BEVERIDGE., Oh!

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is a bounty.

Mr, TURLEY. I will show that there is some subsidy here.
If there is not, some vessels in the foreign trade are getting very
wonderfully cheated, that is all. -

I have a statement here, giving the figures and showing the
amounts paid. These figures come from the report of the Com-
missioner of Navigation, and they show the amount and weight
of the mail. I also have here some papers sent out by the Reform
Club of New York, and I suppose they are accurate.

It seems that we sent by the American or International Line,
two of whose vessels were built in Europe and two in the United
States, as I have said, 72,611,000 grams of letters, and then
752,728,773 grams of grinted matter; and we paid for that
$647,278.40. We sent by the Cunard Line 118,287,735 grams of
letters—that is the high-priced postage—as against 72,611,000
grams by the American Line; and we alsosent by the Cunard Line
731,330,378 grams of printed matter, making a total of 849,618,113
grams over the Cunard Line (as against 825,889,773 by the Inter-
national Line) for just $184,721.04.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator a question there.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes-
gee yield to the Senator from Indiana?

r. TURLEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If these figures have any pertinency at all
they are only given to show that the Senator is in favor of with-
drawing the contract from the American Line and placing the con-
tract with a foreign line. Is that the Senator’s position?

Mr. TURLEY. Undoubtedly. If the Senator wants my posi-
tion, I would say, send these mails, as Great Britain and other
countries do, by the ship that would carry them cheapest. I am
{r%nk about that, if that is any satisfaction to the Senator from

ndiana.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That admission is very satisfactory.

3 Mr. TURLEY. I was raised up in that doctrine, and expect to
ie in it.

But now, coming back to the other point, as to whether any of
these foreign vessels engaged in foreign commerce have been get-
ting anything from the Treasury of the United States for which
they have not given due return, I have shown that we pay over
$647.278 to the American Line for carrying a less amount of mail
of the same kind, while we pay to the Cunard Line $184,721 for
carrying a greater amount of mail of the same kind, If these
payments are based on service, how in the world is it? It looks
to me as if the difference between this $184,000 and $647,000 is a
pure gratuity, a bounty in disgnise to this American Line.

I ask Senators upon what principle of justice, upon what prin-
ciple of public policy isit? How is the United States benefited
by taking from the taxpayers and the Treasury of the United
States nearly $500,000 and paying to this American Line more
than they ought to receive for the services they render? And yet
these are the figures; and that is the result, and thatis the bounty
that this American Line has been receiving. Yet it is not enough.
They want something like §1,200,000, and say they can not live
and be comfortable without it. That is the history of this matter.

Mr, President, I want to come briefly, as I said, to the reasons
for this bill. I have shown that the interestsin whose behalf it is
being urged are already fully protected and fostered by the Gov-
ernment beyond almost any other interest in the country.

I omitted to state that, in addition to these other benefits which
they receive, all our war vessels must be built in American ship-
yards. Other governments do not adopt that policy. In other
words, our taxpayers, if there is a difference in the cost of these
ships between our own country and Europe, are forced to pay a
higher price for the benefit of the very men who are now here ask-
ing for $180,000,000 more.

Bat let me pass over that and come to another feature of this
bill, to which 1 want briefly to call attention, and that is the con-
stitutional feature. .I am not going into any long constitutional
argument on this bill, I am going to read from what ex-Senator
Edmunds said. 1t has been read to the Senate before, but I think
it will bear repetition. I read from the speech of the Senator
from Maine [Mr. FrYE], made on this bill some weeks ago, at
page 51, where he quotes from ex-Senator Edmunds, and 1 want
to apply that a little. Ex-Senator Edmunds says:

The Constitution of the United States as it now stands is desi

vent Congress as well as the States from enacting any class
ever. Equal rights and equal opportunities to

ed to pre-
ation what-
engage in any business or

E enterrprlse. and to receive equal or corresponding benefits from public ex-
tures,

pend are among the fundamental principles embodied in that instru-

ment. Congress may raise and support armies and navies, and do whatever
is fairly incidental to those ends, and thus ma;’ provide for inducing the
building of ships which may be taken and unsed in the national defense. It
ibly grant bounties on the exportation of all the products of the
country as a means of improving commercial relations with other countries.
But if it discriminates by granting bounties on the exportation of particular
classes of products it does at once establish a governmental difference in favor
of those particular classes and ai:ninst all other products m%nbla of and de-
signed for similar exportation. It is clear to me, therefore, that a bounty on
the exportation of woolen goods or wheat, for instance, while the exportation
of cotton goods or corn was left unaided, would be in violation of the Con-
stitution. 1 think, then, that a law granting a bounty on agricultural prod-
ucts alone, as been snggested, could not be upheld, just as a bounty on
the exportation of manufactured products alone could not be npheld.

Mr. President, as I understand this matter, this argument of
ex-Senator Edmunds was made in answer to a demand of certain
agricultural interests upon the committee of twenty-five, who
framed this bill, to have a bounty put on the actnal amount of
agricultaral gmducts shipped. The sum and substance of this
argument and of this provision, as I understand it, is this: That
we can not put a bounty on any class or on one particular class of
agricultural products, because it would be class legislation; that
you can not give wheat a bounty unless you give a bounty tocorn
and to cotton and to all the other agricultural products. It equally
follows that when you come to manufactures, when you come to
all these enterprises which turn the products of the earth into
manufactured goods, the same rule would apply.

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator whether ex-Senator Ed-
munds said exactly what the Senator now states, that we can
not give a bounty, or simply spoke of an export bounty?

Mr. TURLEY. The langnage which he used was in reference
to the application made to have this particular bounty upon agri-
cultural products that went abroad in ships, and I suppose it was
in reference to exports,

Mr, HOAR. The Senator will pardon me.

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator may think that the things stand in
the same way, but I do not believe that the former Senator from
Vermont thonght so—that is, the Senator, in his citation of Mr.
Edmunds in his argument, speaks of the doctrine which prohibits
an export duty upon a particular product and a bounty on that
product as identical. Imerely wish, withontentering into any ar-
gument at this time, to suggest to the Senator my belief that the
author of the argument he has quoted regarded them as standing
on very different principles.

Mr. TURLEY. I understand those remarks as being made
with reference to the bounty.

Mr. SPOONER. Read them again.

Mr. BERRY., It was in reference to the bounty.

Mr, TURLEY. The language of Mr. Edmunds will be found
on page 51 of the speech of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE].

r. HOAR. A bounty on exports is not a bounty on products.

Mr. TURLEY. This is the opinion that ex-Senator Edmunds,
as I understand, gave the committee as a reason why they should
not listen to the application of the agriculturists, who asked, as I
understand, that the bounty that was given shounld be so adjusted
as to be measured by the actual amount of agricultural products
that went abroad in these ships. That is what he was arguing;
that is his langunage, and he did not make any such distinction.
I will read again what he said. He uses this language:

It is clear to me, therefore, that a bounty on the exportation of woolen
goods or wheat, for instance, while the exportation of cotton goods or corn
was left unaided, would be in violation of the Constitution. I think, then,
that a law granting a bounty on agricultural products alone, as has been
suggested, could not be upheld, just as a bounty on the exportation of man-
ufactured products alone could not be upheld.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Allow me to suggest to the Senator,
in that same connection, that Senator Edmunds mentioned the
bounty on sugar.

Mr. TURLEY, Hedid.

Mz, JONES of Arkansas. And he held that was unconstitu-
tional and that it was in no sense a bounty on exports.

My, TURLEY. I will read further what ex-Senator Edmunds
says:

n

Sl & Gomins of Jamlsie i Ah bt Saas o BoRT 1 it ha v s promn]
that it is impartial and universal. The instance in our history of the fish-
eries bounty stood on the prineiple and policy of providing seamen for na-
tional defense. And the sugar bounty of a few Prem-s ago, If it could have
been held valid at all, which is extremely doubtful, must bave been upheld
on the ground of the special and peculiar circumstances attending that
subject.

Mr. HOAR, If the Senator will pardon me—if I amnot inter-
fering with him toco much—that is exactly the point.

Mr. TURLEY. The Senator is not interfering with me at all.

Mr. HOAR. I donot want toenterinto a constitutional debate
in the midst of the Senator’s very interesting and clear statement
of his views, but it seems to me that there is a very wide distinction
between an affirmation that you can not under the Constitution
give a bounty to any particular export which is not extended to all
exports alike, and a statement that youn can not, under particular

may
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and special circumstances for special and peculiar public advan-
tages, give a bounty on products.
e have given a bounty for many years, and did it in the begin-
ning of the operation of the Constitution, on the fisheries, on the
ound largely—not wholly, by any means, but conceding that fact
cr the sake of the argunment—not wholly, but it was largely on
the ground of encouraging a nursery for seamen; in other words,
an advantage to one of the great constitutional objects committed
to the care of Congress was in that way gromoted; and the former
Senator from Vermont says that while he doubts about the sugar
bounty, it may be defended and vindicated on the same ground of
being a peculiar promoting of the advantage of some object which
is under the fostering care of Congress.

As I understand, the friends of this subsidy put it precisely on
that ground. It, of ccurse, is not a bounty on exports; but it
promotes a certain publiceobject, to wit, commerce, by promoting
the creation of certain instruments of commerce at home, under
which the commerce of the United States, especially that great
portion of it called the foreign carrying trade, is to be built up
and promoted, and incidentally, and at the same time with abso-
lute certainty, the strength and safety of the country in time of
walt:.e dand also a direct object of the care of Congress is to be pro-
moted.

Therefore I suggest to the Senator that in quoting that great
aunthority against bounties on exports the Senator does not in the
least touch the argumenton which the friendsof the policy of this
subsidy bill defend it.

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from
Massachusetts interrupted me, for he always throws light on every
question, If I nnderstand him, he seems to hold that Congress
has power, under proper circumstances, to grant bounties to
almost any industry in the United States.

Mr. HOAR, If theSenator will pardon me, as he putthat ques-
tion—I ought not to be led into interrupting him so much—but as
the Senator l;‘)ut the question——

Mr. TURLEY. Itis not at all an interruption.

Mr. HOAR. I haveno doubt, takingasimple illustration, that,
instead of establishing a national armory at Springfield or at Rock
Island, Congress might constitutionally and with great propriety
have given a bounty on the manufacture of muskets or cannon
or projectiles or explosives. In point of fact, the existence of pri-
vate armories, which were taken possession of by the Government,
whose employees went into the employ of the Government in 1861
and ahortﬁf thereafter, was a great strength and defense to the
country in that time of war. Now, if the Government may do
that as one means of insuring the public safety in war, it may do
it as a means, in its discretion, of promoting national commerce
by giving like subsidies to the builders of steamships.

Mr. TURLEY. Of course I catch the proposition which the
Senator has so clearly stated, but I want to read again a few lines
from the beginning of what ex-Senator Edmunds says. It may
be that he had exports and all of that in his mind, but his lan-
guage goes further. Now mark, He says:

The Constitution of the United States as it now stands is designed to pre-
vant Congress as well as the States from enacting any class legislation what-
ever. Equal rights and equal opportunities to eu;{x_{e in any business or
enterprise, and to receive equal or corresponding benefits from public ex-
mndéturos. are among the fundamental principles embodied in that instru-
men

Let me susgest another idea. If ex-Senator Edmunds is right
in that this doctrine of class legislation and unequal laws would
prevent a bounty on exports, why does it not do it on all other
matters? For instance, exactly the same argument and the same
reason on which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]
says a bounty could be granted to an armory or a manufacturing
establishment intended to make arms would justify Congress in

iving a bounty on exports of those products and products of the
E}nd which could be used in the national defense in order tostimu-
late production and increase the amount of such products.

Now, let me state two propositions and see where the difference
is between them in prineciple. Suppose Congress passes a bill for
the Colt establishment in Connecticut, which is engaged in the
manufacture of arms, The United States needs arms when war
comes, and therefore a bounty of so many thousands of dollars a

ear is granted out of the Treasury to the Colt manufactory; or,
ke another case. Suppose a law is passed by Congress reciting
these facts—of course I am not putting it in exact legislative lan-
guage—that the United States needsclothing with which to clothe
its soldiers in time of war just as much as it does arms to enable
them to fight. A soldier without clothes would be as useless as
one withount arms.

Let us go back to years ago, and take the cotton industry. Itis
an infantile indastry, and it needs stimulation. It produces that
which is absolntely necessary to sustain the Government in time
of war, as well as to clothe its armies in time of peace. Congress,
therefore, passes a law that it will stimulate this industry to find
a market for its produet in foreign countries and encourage our
planters here to raise a larger supply, so that, in case of an emer-

%ency of war, we will have a supply of clothing on hand; there-
ore a bounty of 5 cents a pound is granted on every pound of cot-
ton exported ount of the United States.

Mr. BACON, Coal. :

Mr. TURLEY. Yes. Take horses. We have a large hody of
cavalry in our Army, and the war in South Africa has taught us
that the wars of the future will be fonght largely by mounted in-
fantry, all of whom need horses, and Congress passes a law grant-
ing bounties in aid of the horse indnstry. It may do it by giving
direct to the man who raises a horse so much for every colt born,
or in order to stimulate the industry it may do it indirectly by
saying that for every horse exported to a foreign country we will
pay so much bounty, because that will increase the pgoduction at
home, and when war breaks out we will have a high grade of
horses here with which to supply our needs.

Where is the difference? W here does this argument end? There
is scarcely an article produced in the United States which can not
come to the door of the Treasury of the United States and demand
a bounty upon the same argument and the same principle. Take
coal and iron, out of which the steel is made which clothes our
battle ships and makes them engines of destruction against our
enemy. Let either one of those industries say ** We need it, be-
cause when war comes you need the product; give us a bounty to
stimulate this industry.”

So with wheat and corn. Can the soldier march and fight. can
the sailor float over the seas without food? Suppose a bill is
offered granting so much export bounty or so much domestic
bounty npon every bushel of wheat or corn grown in this coun-
try. so that we may have overflowing granaries to meet our wants
when war strikes us. There is no end to this argument. There
is not a thing under the sun, I say, within this land of ours that
can not as logically demand a bounty, because when war comes
its demands reach out and require almost everything that is made
or grown, .

ow, the principle is not changed because the bounty is granted
at the point where it is exported. It can just as well be granted
there as anywhere else, if Congress has the power. It is for Con-
gress to judge of the manner and method in which the bounty
shall be administered. It is for it to determine the ways and the
means. No court or other power, if Congress has the constitu-
tional right to give this bounty, can say, ** Yon shall not put it on
becanse it is here at the line of territory where the article goes
out of the United States, but you may put it on within the limits
of the United States,”

That is a matter within the discretion of Congress, if the power
exists. Hence I say that if what ex-Senator Edmunds says is
true, if the Constitution of the United States and the principles of
our Government are designed to prevent Congress, as well as the
State, from enacting class legislation and giving benetits to the
few over the many, then this bounty system is stamped all over
with nnconstitutionality.

Mr. President, let me progress a step further and apply it to
this bill. I have heard the argument made, and the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] says the fisheries bounty was sus-
tained, amongst other reasons, on the ground that it afforded sea-
men and gave us strength in time of war, The advocates of this
bill have told us, and I think Senator Edmunds—now I do not
intend to do any injustice, because I have not got that before
me—rather sustains the bill itself on this ground.

Mr. BACON. Certainly he does.

Mr. TURLEY. That itis a war measure in one gense of the
word; that it gives us auxiliary shipsin time of war, If all these
other bounties that I have been describing can be granted, I sup-
pose this can be, becanse we can not inquire into the motives of
Congress: but with all due deference to those who support this
bill, let me show the hypocrisy of this claim.

I am teld, and I find it 1aid down by many writers, that an aux-
iliary ship to a navy must be a fast ship; that with the armed
vessels of the navy of the world making 23 and 24 knots, an aux-
iliary ship rnnning 15 or 16 or 17 knots would just be an invita-
tion to them to come and prey npon it. They could neither fight
nor run away. What does this bill do? Under this bill the
United States can add only about three more 21-knot ships to those
it now has. There can only be, by the provisions of the bill,
$2,000,000 a year paid toships running over 20 knots an hour,
The International American Company, with its two foreign ships
which have heen naturalized—— _

Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Tennessee
yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understood that by the amendment of-
fered yesterday mo ship secured a bounty for over 18 knots, and
all these ships would be cut out entirely.

Mr, BERRY. It was not agreed to, I think.

Mr. CLAY. Idesire to say to the Senator that I understand
such an amendment was introduced and adopted yesterday.
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Mr. PETTIGREW. It was adopted?

Mr, SPOONER. It was not adopted.

Mr. CLAY, I thinkit was. The bill will show.

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was reported by the commiftee and

agreed to,

Mr. TURLEY. I donot knowhow thatis. The bill will show
when it is printed. But undoubtedly there was a provision in
this bill (whether it was an amendment or came in in the orig-
jnal bill from the committee of twenty-five or from the Commit-
tee on Commerce I do not know) that out of the $9,000,000 only
$2,000,000 annually should go to ships that ran as fast as 20 knots.

Mr. SPOONER. The amendment was not adopted.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendment has been offered and is

ending.

2 Mr. TURLEY. The International Company has four ships
which, Iam told—I havenot worked out the figures, but they have
been announced on the floor, and not contradicted—will absorb
$1,200,000 of the two million. How many ships are you going to
build out of the remaining $800,000 & year? So you have a bill
here that you are urging us to pass, which means raiding the
Treasury to the amount of a hundred and eighty million dollars,
and you say it must be done because the Navy needs auxiliary
ships; and when you come to examine this hypocritical argument
you find that under the most favorable aspects of the bill you
could add but about three 21-knot ships to the Navy. I passon
from that point, and take up other points of the bill,

Mr. President, all the arguments in favor of this bill begin with
a most magnificent description of the great advance we have made
in manutactures and commerce, and especially foreign commerce,
in the past twenty or thirty years. I can not express it one-half
80 eloquently as it was expressed by the able Senator from New
York [Mr. DEpEwW]. I wish to read his description of the happy
condition in which we find ourselves, the prosperous condition in
which we find ourselves, the condition of wonderful advancement
in which we find ourselves when this demand is made upon the
Treasury. He says:

From 5,000,000 of population in 1800 we are 77,000,000 in 1900. From having
little rank in culture and none whatever in manufactures, our produc-
tions now enable this enormons population to live far better than did our
forefathers one hundred years ago, and_the surplus of our farms and facto-
ries is entering the markets and succeeding in competition all over the world.
For a hundred years the debtor nation, we enter upon the twentieth centur
& banker for all the fﬂ\?emments of Europe. We have changed the conti-
nent which was a wilderness beyond the fringe of settlementson the Atlantic
coast to irent cities, thriving villages, prosperous farms, and active indus-
tries on the plaius and in the monntains from the Atlantic to the Pacific and
from: the Gulf of Mexico to the Arctic Cirele. Our railway lines, coverin
the country with a network of ateel, in connection with transportation facili-
ties on the inland lakes, rivers, and canals, have given to us an internal com-
meree greater than that of all the interchanges of all the nations of the earth
bg rail and water. In 10:1.?1:]1 of lines we number nearly one-half the mileage
of the railways of the world.

When I read that magnificent description of our progress, the
jdea suggests itself to me that we have done all this without giv-
ing any such subsidy as the one which is now demanded in behalf
of these shipowners, It the course we have pursued up to this
day has brought to us this unexampled prosperity, has made our
exports now even greater than those of our rival, Great Britain,
why shounld this subsidy be demanded under the pretense of in-
creasing them?

Mr. President, there is another question in connection with this
matter. How long is this subsidy to last? How long is it to con-
tinue? As I go a little further I will show what the advocates of
the bill say is the difference in the cost of construction, mainte-
nance, and operation in this country and in Europe which makes
one of the necessities for the subsidy. Is that going to disappear
in five years or ten years or fifteen years if it exists? I do not be-
lieve it exists, but if it does, it is going to disappear in the years
when this pampered industry runs the limit of this bill. Does
anybody believe it will not be here again knocking at the door for
a larger subsidy than it asks now?

They give us an apt illustration of this. They say we subsi-
dized the Collins Line, and it put down rates of transportation 53
per cent, and it was flourishing, ca‘rryin% the flag of the Union
across the ocean, but as soon as the subsi Y was withdrawn they
say it collapsed. Who can tell me that all these other lines, the
history of which—if this bill passes—is so brilliantly depicted here,
will not collapse in the same way at the end of fifteen years? You
can not accomplish this by subsidies unless you are going to keep
your hands in the Treasury of the United States forever, unless
you overthrow this difference in conditions which exists between
this country and European and foreign countries, if any such does
exist, If those conditions are not overthrown, if we donot reach
the point where we build ships and operate them as cheaply as
other countries, this subsidy will simply have to be repeated time
and again.

This measure is spoken of as being in the line of the great pro-
tective system which has brought about all this unexampled pros-
}Jeri 1 am not going into an argument on the tariff question,
or 1 never did know anything about it; but I do know this

about the reasons which were advanced for it when it was first
started. When the citizens of this country were notified that a
system was to be adopted by which every time a man bought a
coat, or a pair of shoes, or a pair of pants, every time he bought
an article from the cradle to the grave, as long as he lived, he had
to pay tribute to some manufacturing establishment, it was ex-
plained to him that that was to build up these infant industries,
that that was to give them strength, so that they could develop
our country.

He was told that he would have a market for his produce; that
the industries would be enabled to compete with their foreign
rivals, who produced manufactured articles with cheap labor, and
whenever that time came then this policy should be abandoned.
All admitted that it could not be sustained on principles of jus-
tice and fairness. It can never be said that as the question of
pure justice and fairness you have a right to take a dollar ont of my
pocket to aid another man in his e‘ntergrise. Some great public
reason must intervene, and we were told that it was necessary for
the development of this conntry and to enable us to compete with
foreign countries that this protective system should be introduced.
It hae been introduced.

Whether we should not have been in better condition and have
been exporting more goods and be richer and happier if we never
had it, I am not here to say. It isa problem I can not solve; but
the time has come when the results, upon the happening of which
the destruction of this system was promised. are here,

It is a well-known fact that we sell our manufactured products
cheaper in foreign countries than we do at home. The people who
seem to have got the benefit of this system, when it comes to a
question of dollars and cents, are the foreigners. I am told that
an agricultural implement can be made in the State of Illinois
and shipped to South America and sold there for almost half what
it is sold to the American farmer, This system has built up fac-
tories till we do not need them. There are more than we want.
As I say, foreign countries have got the benefit of the cheap prices
brought about by the system, and we have been given the won-
derful blessing of the frust. Factories now, instead of being in
demand, are being closed down; and yet this is but another step
forward, they tell us, in this great protective system.

Mr. President, I have been unable to see, outside of the ques-
tion of these three auxiliarieahips. how it is that the people of the
United States are goin[i' to be benefited as producers and as sellers
by creating an entirely American marine and running every
foreign ghip out of the trade, If this bill is to produce the effects
which the gentlemen claim for it, then all of this trade. the hun-
dred and seventy-five millions which the Senator from New York
so graphically described as being the amount we paid to foreign
vessels, will go into the pockets of American shipowners.

I say American. I do not know how many foreigners may hold
stock in the corporations that will build these lines. Nobody ecan
tell. But instead of having ships from all over the world seekin
our products, and anxious to carry them at low rates, you Vﬂﬁ
have it all closed in American hands. I do not think the Anglo-
Saxon or the American has ever been remarkable for forgetting
his own interest. Give him a monopoly, and he will take advan-
ta%e of it as quickly as any European that I ever heard of.

repeat, outside of the auxiliary ships that we are to get nnder
this bill, where the farmers and the producers and the ordinary
citizens are to derive benefit I can not see. With the money that
is infended to be expended in behalf of these private shipowners
we could build a navy larger than the Navy we now have afloat.
With one-tenth of the money, if needed, we could give bounties
direct to the seaman himself and increase the demand for them;
and yet this demand on the Treasury is justified by nearly all
those who urge it here on the ground that we must have auxiliary
ships and aid for our Navy in time of war.

r. President, let me go a little further. There are a great
many of these figures here which confuse me. The Senator from
New York [Mr. DEPEW ], who addressed us so eloquently on this
subject the other day, said that the difference in the cost of con-
structing, maintaining, and operating vessels in England and the
United States is 25 per cent in favor of England, and in that the
Senator from Maine ;Mr. FRryYE] agrees with him, and from 30 to
40 per cent in favor of Belgium and the Netherlands. The junior
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], in speaking of our
glorious and happy condition, said:

Every separate State system, every separate railroad that she has—

That is, referring to Europe—

enhances the cost of her articles. Her mines are old. Ours are but just
opened. We are beatin{; her in all the great products. We have beaten her

dy in iron and stee
The very products out of which ships are built.

We can turn them out at a price which Europe can not meet. We are go-
ing to surpass her in other articles. She will have to take her coal from us.
It is a mere u%ueetion of time when her last stronghold, the mrrylng trade,
will be invaded. Already we can make steamship plates cheaper t she
can make them. Only the other day I read in the newspaperas that we had
taken a contract in Glasgow for steel plates for commercial steamships
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wn.!.nst all competitors, and we underbid them £50,000 on that one contract.
e have taken it, and there are to-day in Glasgow 14 furnaces, they say,
damped down.

Mr. President and Senators, who am I to believe in this conflict
of opinion and evidence—the distinguished Senator from New
York or the equally distinguished and eloquent Senator from
Massachusetts? One says that we can not come up to England
by 25 per cent. The other says we have underbid her on one con-
tract by $250,000 and have damped down 14 of her furnaces
around the great city of Glasgow, Did the Senator from New
York know that those furnaces had been damped down? Did he
know that the operatives over there, by our wonderful superiority
in these articles, have been thrown out of employment?

Let me go a little further as to the confusion on this point. I
will quote from the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] for just a mo-
ment. He was asked about the provisions of the bill under which
the owners of foreign ships were required to build other ships in
this country before they counld get the subsidy, and he said:

So far as I know, there are now two freight ships of 20,000 tons each build-
ing in American yards, the lar; ships ever bnilt in the world, which will
come under the provisions of this bill undoubtedly, and ought to come under
the provisions of this bill.

But the fact is that here, in the teeth of the assertion on the one
side that we can not build ships in competition with England, the
Senator from Maine says the two largest freight vessels in the
world are now being built in American shipyards.

There is a gentleman by the name of Cramp who is supposed
to have a little knowledge on this subject. Let us see wkat he
said some eight years ago on this question. 1 read from the re-
port of the minority of the committee in the House of Representa-
tives on this bill, page 19. It is interesting reading, or af least
when I consider what is said by the two Senators, the one from
New York and the other from Maine, and compare it with what
the Senator from Massachusetts says, it is confusing if not inter-
esting. Here is what Mr. Cramp says:

The proper form in which to put the question is: Can you build a ship to
do the work of the City of New York or the Majestic or the Columbia in all
respects for the same cost?

Talking about American yards—

To that question 1 would reply: ** Yes; or within as small a margin as
would be likely to prevail in a similar case between any two British ship-
Y‘“‘dﬂ-" * * ¥

In other words, the difference between a British shipyard and
an American shipyard would be no more than would prevail be-
tween any two shipyards in the same country. He then goes on
and says:

Itis the fact that the * first cost ** of ships is not only not a prime factor, but
it is not even a serious factor, in any competition that may occur between
this country and Great Britain for a share of the traffic of the ocean. * #* =

‘We have had much dinned into our ears here about the great
difference in the first cost of the ship, and here is this master ship-
builder, who knows the subject from alpha to omega, from be-
ginning to end, and he says the difference in first cost cuts no

gure, Now,he says:

American shipyards have built or are hu.ildin§ about 40 naval vessels of
numerous rates and types, all of the very highest and effective class in
the world: am} tbis'devalopmant has been crowded into a space of about
wYﬁ?ﬂﬁiﬁi’rm of cost of naval ships between our yards and those of Great
Britain, ton for ton, gun for gun, and performance for performance, has
dwindled in seven yearsuntil, in the case of the three latest battle ships, the
margin between our classes and those of similar construction abroad may be
expressed by a very small figure, * * #*

f the current policy of naval reconstruction be pursned for another dec-
ade (1902), couplegowit{\ a vigorous and consistent execution of the measures
recently enacted in behalf of the merchant marine, the question which forms
the m.lb?ec!: of this paper will be asked no more; unless, indeed, its point
should be reversed and Englishmen be asking one another, Can we build
ships as economically as they can in the United States?

That is what Mr. Cramp says on this subject; and all that with-
out any question of subsidy; all that from the progress we have
made in our own natural efforts, without any stimulating agency.

Now, let me go a litfle further. I have an article here that I
took from the Washington Post of last Sun'da&rqornmf. It con-
tains a few little remarks abount shipyards in Maine. 1 will just
read a quotation from it:

Among the important industries to which attention has beon attracted by
the recent discussion anent the ship-subsidy bill there is, of course, none
more prominent than that of s_hipbu.ildi.nf'. The shipbuilding industry in
Maine is now at the top notch, with an absolutely unsurpassed record for the

st year. Vessels Mgregat{n 000 tons were built in the **Maine dis-

ricts " during the year 1000, an %ncreswo of 10,000 tons over the previous year,
while the contracts for 1901 warrant an estimate of at least 60,000 tons.

That is the way Maine is getting on without a subsidy.

Now, let us see what the President of the United States had to
say about this when he was addressing the Commercial Club in
Chicago. I read that from the minority report of the House of
Representatives committee, on page 2. Here is what the Presi-
dent said Uctober 10, 1599, in his speech at the Commercial Club
at Chicago at a banquet., I do not know whether it was made at
the latter part of the banquet or the first part, but here it is:

Our shipbuilding has been greatly increased. For the first time in all our
history the t« ge of our st v ls exceeded on June 1l the tonnage of

all our sailing vessels, barges, and other craft. We built in 1807 and 1808 more

vessels of steel than of all other materials combined. Our tonnage increased

during the year 100,000 tons, and is without a parallel in our recent history.

Now, listen:

More large ocean steamships are under construction in the United States
than ever before. Ourehipbuilding plants are being enlarged and new estab-
lishments projected.

That is what the President of the United States said. I must
confess, Mr. President and Senators, I believe I will yield my
conviction to the side of the President as against the two Senators.

Now, let me go a step further, This little book that wasplaced
on-our desks this morning, The Shipping Industry of the United
States and its Relation to the Foreign Trade, states the same facts
that are stated by the President and by these other persons, in-
cluding Mr, Cramp, and shows that our shipyards are constantly
increasing in capacity.

Mr, President, I wantto just pursue this alittle further, When
you come to the question as to whether there is really a difference
between the cost of construction in foreign countries and in this,
a man gets lost in the contradictory testimony that is offered by
the supporters of this bill; but there are some things I can not
understand if there is that difference and if this bill is correct.

Suppose the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW] is right and
there is a difference in England’s favor and against us of 25 per
cent, and in Norway and Belgium in their favor and against us
of 30 to 40 per cent, one thing I can not understand, if those
figures are true,is why Norway and Belgium have not taken
away shipbuilding from England. Of course, on those figures
Norway and Belgium have the advantage over England of 10 to
15 per cent. While the Senator from New York and other Sena-
tors say that an American would not dare build a ship in an
American shipyard and expect to run it in foreign commerce, the
Senator from Maine telis us the two biggest ships in the world
are now being built in these yards.

But if the Senator from New York is right, and if an Ameri-
can can not build a ship in American yards because of this differ-
ence, how is it that the Englishmen can build their ships in their
yards when right across the channel there are two countries that
build ships from 10 to 15 per cent cheaper? Do they do it from
patriotism? Do they persist in building ships in their own yards
at a great loss simply to keep up England’s glory? If that were
true, I wounld hope that Americans are none the less patriotic than
Englishmen, that they would see them and go them one better,
and where Englishmen were willing to pay 15 per cent more for
their ships in order to keep up English glory, we would be willing
to pay 25 per cent more in order to keep up American glory.

Mr. STEWART., Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me
to ask him one question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dces the Senator from Tennes-
see yield to the Senator from Nevada?

r. TURLEY. Certainly.

Mr. STEWART. How isit, if we can build and operate ships
cheaper than any other country, that we pay out $175,000,000 to
foreigners to do our carrying trade and our people are not engaged
in that trade?

Mr. TURLEY. Mr, President, I am seeking light on this bill
myself. The Senator's question is—

r. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator from Tennessee if it is
not trune—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes-
see yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr, TURLEY, Yes, sir.

Mr. CLAY, I desire to ask the Senator from Tennessee, is it
not true that during the last three, four, or five years in the
United States iron and steel have become much cheaper, that
they are cheaper in our own country now than in England, and
that the cost of material going to constructships is much cheaper
now than it has been at any time heretofore?

Mr. TURLEY, That isexactly what I have shown according
to the statement here.

Mr. STEWART. That does not answer my guestion.

Mr. TURLEY. Like the Irishman, I will answer the Senator’s
question by asking a question in return.

Mr. STEWART. All right.

Mr,. TURLEY. I will ask him to explain, if Sweden and Nor-
way construct and operate and maintain ships from 10 to 15 and
25 per cent cheaper than England, how is it that the Englishmen
do not go over there and get all their ships, and why the industry
in England is not destroyed?

Mr, STEWART., May I answer that question?

Mr. TURLEY, Certainly.

Mr. STEWART. Ihave great faith in the ability and energy
and enterprise of the American people. I believe that they will
take the lead in any industrial enterprise where they have an equal
showi The fact that they do not lead in the carrying trade,
the fact that they have to hire others to do it, is pretty conclusive
evidence, to my mind, that for some reason they have not got an
equal showing. Thatis what I want fo have the Senator explain.
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Mr. TURLEY. Iwill give anotherreason for it. I startedout
by saying, Mr. President, that I was not familiar with all the de-
tails of the subject. I have no doubt a great many questions will
be asked that I can not answer, but I have listened somewhat to
the arguments. I will answer the Senator in the reasons given by
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FryYE], who is said to be as familiar
with this subject as it is possible for any one man to be. I have
shown you what a great many of the authorities have said about
our steel being cheaper and our iron being cheaper and our ca-
Iéz;cityto build being equal to the capacity to build abroad, as Mr.

amp Says.

Now, the Senator from Maine said, and it seemed to me there
was a great deal of force in it (I do not know whether his reason
will be satisfactory to the Senator or not), that heretofore we
have been getting rich so fast in railroads and manufactories and
all sorts of internal trade, compared with which foreign and ocean
commerce is a mere bagatelle, we have not had time to think about
building ships; that our money has been so much more profitably
employed, that we could get so much larger interest on the invest-
ments into which it went, that we have not had time to think
about this industry.

We have got the cheap coal; we have got the cheap iron: we
have got the cheap steel; we have got the cheap material; we have
got theshipyards. The President says they areincreasing. They
are growing in Maine. Somany of them are growing on the Great
Lalkes that they have gone into a trust., We have got all these,
but we have had so many more uses for our money that we have
not had time to hunt up this industry. But now, the Senator
says, we have grown so rich and develo so much in these other
things, if we can toll it, just like you drop corn to the hogs and
get them to follow it a little, giving them $180,000,000 or $180,000,-
000—not that they need it, but just to show them the way to the
erib—then you will have all the money you need in order to build
these ships. Now, that is what the Senator from Maine tells us,

Mr. STEWART. Isthat quite fair to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. TURLEY. That is what I understood the argunment of the
Senator from Maine to be,

Mr. STEWART. Has the Senator from Tennessee stated the
whole view of the Senator from Maine? Did not the Senator from
Maine at the same time say that other governments subsidized
their ships, legislated in their favor, gave them governmental ad-
vantage against which private parties could not compete?

Mr. TURLEY. I am going to comment on what the Senator
from Maine said.

Mr.STEWART. That is, I believe, the reason he assigned why
our merchant marine needs aid. He gave us an instance of the
taking off of the Coliins Line and all that. He showed us that
that was the difference, and the Senator will not deny that that
difference exists. Ishould like to have his view as to whether—

Mr. TURLEY. Notof myown knowledge. I only know what
other people tell me, I understood the Senator from Missouri

Mr, JES‘!‘ , who. next to the Senator from Maine—I will not put

im up with the Senator from Maine—understands this subject as
well as any other man in the Senate, says that not 3 per cent of
English ships get the benefit of any subsidy.

Mr. STEWART. I am notarguing on the percentage of ships
at all, or what they get, but that they get something is very evi-
dent. All admit that they do the carrying trade and our ships do
not do it. The fact that this great enterprise is done by foreign-
ers, it seems to me, indicates that they have some advantage.

Mr. TURLEY. They get something in the way of mail pay.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, will the Senator from Tennessee
permit me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes-
see yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly.

Mr, VEST. If theSenator from Nevada will examinethe Report
of the Commissioner of Navigation, oneof the conmitteeof twenty-
five, for 1899, he will find a very lucid explanation of the condition
to which he has alluded and about which he has questioned the
Senator from Tennessee. The Commissioner says, and I have no
doubt it is true, that for a number of years—that was some eight
or ten years ago—there was a disparity in the cost of constructing
vessels and running them under the American flag and under
foreign flags.

England having the iron and steel and coal and limestone in the
vicinity of the ocean, and also the skilled workmanship, was ena-
bled to build ships cheaper than we could build them here, Our
navigation laws, says the Commissioner of Navigation—and that
is unguestionably true—drove our ships from the ocean. They
did not permit an American citizen to buy where he could buy the
cheapest and put his ship under our flag, and, as a matter of
course, our merchant marine decayed and has almost died.

It is unnecessary for me to remind the Senator from Nevada
that when youstrike down an industry, great or small, it can not be
revived in a day or a year,or even in a decade. We are now man-
ufacturing iron and sending it abroad. We are sending thousands

and thousands of tonsof coal abroad and selling it there. Wears
enabled, as Mr. Cramp tells us, and as experience shows, to build
vesgels cheaper here than abroad. The best proof of that is the
fact that three years a%o Japan wanted to have a battle ship built
and advertised for the lowest and best bidder. Armstrong, on the
Clyde, the greatest shipbuilding establishment in Europe, made a
bid, Mr. Cramp made a bid. The Germans bid. Cramp got the
contract after having,as the newspapers stated, underbid Arm-
strong 20 per cent. |

In a year afterwards Russia wanted to build a war ship costing
$2,500,000 and advertised for the lowestand best bidder, and Cramp
received that contract in competition with the world. Two weeks
ago Turkey advertised for the lowest and best bidder to build a
$2,500,000 battle ship, and Mr. Cramp has received the contract.

In the face of these facts there can be no doubt that conditions
have changed. But our friends have selected a time when the
merchant marine under the production of iron, and of coal, and
by the increased sgkill of our workmen has just begun without
subsidy to compete successfully to take $150,000,000 out of the
public Treasury.

Mr. STEWART. Then I understand the Senator to say that
England subsidized her ships?

Mr, VEST. No, sir.

Mr, STEWART. Her carrying trade?

Mr. VEST. No, sir.

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; according to the report you read.
It stated that they had an advantage for a long time from Gov-
ernment aid until they built it up.

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I did not want to
get into a controversy——

Mr. STEWART. That is the way I understand it.

Mr, VEST. England had the advantage by reason of her supe-
riority in the production of articles that went into the manufac-
ture of iron ships.

Mr. STEWART. Without any Government aid?

Mr. VEST. Withoutany Governmentaid. Icall the Senator’s
attention to the fact, which can not be controverted, that the mer-
chant marine of England, which now has within 3 per cent of
one-half of the entire carrying trade of the world, is in the iron
tramps that never have received and never will receive one dollar
of subsidy from Great Britain.

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator deny that England ever
subsidized or encouraged her foreign trade by means of large mail
confracts, by running fast steamers?

Mr. VEST. England has never paid one dollar of subsidy
within the meaning of this bill,

Mr, STEWART. Oh!

Mr. VEST. She hasalways paid for mail facilities,
colonial system necessitated that.

Mr. STEWART. I understand the fact to be, although I may
not be as well posted as the Senator from Missouri, that when
the Collins Line, an American line, was established England
granted a subsidy to her mail line and ran it off, and she has been
doing that. Thereby she established quick communication with
all the world by her fast mail steamers, which corraled the com-

Her great

merce, until she built up a great monopoly or trust, against which
no other country conld make headway until they did likewise.
France was helpless, and she has subsidized, too. Germany was

helpless until she gave favorable legislation. England had an
absolute monopoly as against France and Germany until they
legislated. Thatis my recollection, but I am not so familiar with
the details as the Senator.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I refer the Senator to the report of
the Commissioner of Navigation,

Mr. STEWART. I would not have any faith in his report.

Mr. VEST. The Commissioner of Navigation says England
never did subsidize her vessels.

Mr. STEWART. I have no faith in hisreport or in him either,
I do not know him, and I do not care who he is.

Mr, VEST. Iam glad to find one subject upon which the Sen-
ator and I can agree.

Mr. STEWART. Thatis myopinion of a man who gets intoan
office and makes an argument against the bald facts. The world
knows that France and Germany were helpless against England
nuntil they aided their shipbuilding and their carrying trade. They
had to do it by legislation, and they are doing it now. Germany
is doing it, and the country that does not do it will be left in the
background, I know the fact is that we do not have the carrying
trade. I believe our people will do it if they have a showing and
that they will beat any people in the world. Buf the fact that
{;Jeyla? not doing it is satisfactory proof to me that they need

slation.

%ther countries have had it, and we need it in order that we
may have the carrying trade. The most important consideration
that can be brought before Congress at this time is to have a car-
rying trade. We do not have if, and the reason we do not have
itis because there is some obstacle. It isnot becausethe American

.
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p§0pla are not enterprising, They will not do it without a
showing.

Mr, TURLEY. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee is
entitled to the floor and will proceed.

Mr, TURLEY. The Senator from Nevada ought not to forget
that the Commissioner of Navigation has seen a new light lately,
and he is arguing on the other side of the guestion now, I do not
know how that is.

Now, Mr. President, I want to go on a little further and make
just one or two points, because, as I said at the beginning, it isa
subject with which I am not familiar. I state now the things
that trouble me, that I do not understand, and that I can not work
out.

For instance, the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW] says
that we are giving in this bounty only the exact amount that will

nalize the American shipbuilders with the foreign shipbuilders.

ow can that be when the amount of difference between the
American shipbuilders and foreign shipbuilders is not the same in
different countries? If it eqnalizes the American shipbuilders
with English shipbnilders, it does not do it with fhe shipbuilders
of Norway and Belgium and other conntries and leaves us sfill
at a disadvantage. Then why give the bounty? Now, take what
the Senator from Maine said on that point. He said in his last
speech, in giving the amount of bounties to different ships:

Those figures were reached with the greatest possible care, the only pur-
pose being to equalize the conditions of the British ship and the American
ship. The committee did not take the ships which can carry at the lowest
possible cost.

He is talking about these fast ships. Does that equalize the
British ship and the American ghip? Now, let me go a little for-
ther. When he comes to state in the same speech how economical
the favorers of this measure have been, how little they propose to
take when they could take go much more if they only wanted to do
80, he says:

In the Peninsular and Oriental, which is one of the first steamship linea
subsidized by Great Britain, the British contract—

That ie the mail contract—
called for §1.650.207 o year.

Then he says: ;

For exactly the same line of American steams hipea muking exactly the
same voyages, under all the terms of this bill it would be §1,146,941, nearly
£500,000 less than what Great Britain pays.

Mr. President, what troubles me is how this bounty is going to
help these ships. Here he says we give exactly that which is
equivalent to the difference in the cost of construction, mainte-
nance, and operation between the United States and Great Britain,
and yet the very ships which receive the largest partof this bounty
have to compete with English ships which he says are subsidized
much larger than we propose to subsidize ours.

Now, what good will the bounty do them if that original dif-
ference in cost for them exists? I am assuming fhat the argu-
ments of the Senator from New York and the other advocates of
this bill are correct and that this difference does exist. Isay if
that is true this bounty leaves the ships just as it found them.
It leaves them competiag with British ships, that the Senator
from Maine said are subsidized much more than ours are proposcd
to be subsidized, and all the difference which he pictures of the
cost of maintenance and operation and building, Why give the
bounty to those lines of ships?

I shounld like to have somebody explain to me, if there is this
difference in the cost of operation and maintenance, in other
words, if the English ships which the Senator from Maine de-
geribed cost 25 Fer cent less to build, operate, and maintain and
are subsidized for $500,000 more than we éaropme to give to an
American ship, how we are going to benefit that American ship
by giving it the bounty. 1t is pouring the money into a rat hole;
it will do no good. I cannot understand how they work out those
figures.

gBm'.. Mr. President, one of the most peculiar arguments in favor
of this bill I find in the speech of the Senator from New York. It
is what I call the percentage argument. The Senator from New
York said in most eloguent language that we paid last year for
pensions §145,000,000, and he applied the percentage of 6 to that,
and said because 6 per cent on $145,000,000 would be $8,700,000,
therefore this bill onght to be adopted. That is the substance of
his argument. This is his language:

We paid ]mge&r for pensions §145,000,000. This sum is the annual expres-
sion in money the gratitude of the country to those who have fought its
battles and won its victories.

Six per cent upon this sum would carry the American flag, for which these
men fouqht. upon American ships, loaded with the products of the American
farm and factory, to every country on the globa. The river and harbor bill

this year as it passed the House earries 300,000,000, of which one-guarter is for
local pride and local sportsmen—
rtsmen.” I did

“Spoilsmen,” 1 suppose, though it says *
not know that anybody who supported this bill was a ‘“sports-
man "'—
and three-quarters, or $45,000,000, to improve American facilities for foreign

ships. We r §100,000,000 for the Army an 000,000

Nsl\ar:'. and ﬂ”ﬁ’e’?ﬁeﬁtﬁ;ﬁ’gﬁ th'}a wog%.ld carry the ‘::ricgnﬂgsg uponfirutltelllr‘_a-
ican merchant vessels, laden with the products of American industry, upon
a mission of commerce, peace, and ci tion all over the world.

Mr, President, this most magnificent ariiument might have
been carried a little further. I have been looking through the ex-
penczes of the Senate to see how we spend our money, and 1 find
that we are paying out annually 850 for a mahogany, leather-
covered, patent wood box. What peop!ein the back counties, who
bring in the back logs from behind the kitchen, will think of their
Senators having their fires replenished from a fifty-dollar ma-
holgany wood box I do not know. [Laughter. |

ut the Senator from New York might have said with the same
eloquent langunage that 18,000,000 per cent—for that is exactly
what it is, Mr. President—18.000,000 per cent on this 850, which
we spend annually for a mahogany wood box, would carry the
American flag nupon an American merchant vessel laden with the
products of American farms and American factories to every port
of the habitable globe, and the argument would have been equally
as strong.

Why, Mr. President, the Senator said this subsidy was an ‘* au-
tomatic subsidy.” Well, that argument is an automatic argu-
ment. [Laughter.] All yon have todo is to shift the percentage
and the figures to which yon apply the percentage, and there is
not 4 raid on the Treasury so glaring and so bold that yon can not
justify it by that argument.

Here we start with the river and harbor bill. I plead guilty as
to that, and the only thing I can say is that I will never do it
again., [Laughter.] When the river and harbor bill came over
here I locked up my copy of the Constitution and pus the key
away where I counld not find it for two or three days. I then
started up to the room of the Committee on Commerce. At the
foot of the elevator, much to my distress. I met my colleague | Mr,
Bare] and the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PRTTUS], two
strict constructionists.

I supposed they were going up to some other committee room
to discnss some constitutional question; but, much to my surprise,
they too got off at the door of the room of the Committee on Com-
merce. @ all went into the committee room and found a goodly
company who had got there beforens. Some had come early; in-
deedl.J I heard of one Senator who had slept over night on the sofa
on t]he principle that *‘ the early bird catches the worm.” [Laugh-
ter,

I asked for a modest little appropriation of $20.000 for a little
river down in West Tennessee, in the bottom, the Big Hatchie, we
call it. I intimated at the time that if my demand wasexcessive,
I wonld accept $10,000 and, if that was not consented to, I wounld
vield to astill further *‘ take off.” [Laughter.] I didnotknow of
the percentageargumentat thattime. If lhadknownofit, Iwould
have hurled my appeal at this committes and said, ** We spend
$145,000.000 a year for pensions. We need this appropriation for
the Big Hatchie for a public l1:n:u-pose. One thousandth part of 1
per cent on this amount will carry American vessels, under the
Americanflag, laden with American produects, the output of Amer-
ican mills, to every port and landing on that river.,” [Laughter.]
I counld havesaid that there are miles and miles of that river where
the American flag has never beenseen for ﬁfty{eam. [Laughter.]

My friend from Arkansas [Mr. BerrY] could have applied that
argument. He wants a little appropriation of half a million dol-
lars or so for a beantiful little stream called the Ounachita. He
could have said, ** We spend $100,000,000 a year for the Army.” I
say it for him now, so that any member of the Committee on Com-
merce who is present may hear it—**we expend over a hundred
million dollars a year for the Army, and §77,000,000 for the Navy.
Now, about one five-hundredth per cent of that amount will
carry the American flag upon American merchant vessels, lnden
with the products of American industry, upon a mission of com-
merce and peace and civilization to every port and landing on the
beautiful Ounachita™ [laughter]; and if there is anything that is
needed, according to my information, on the upper part of that
river, it is peace and civilization, [Laughter.]

But, Mr. President, I started to make a speech on the ship-
subsidy bill, and I find I have got off on the river and harbor bill,
So I believe I will leave the question.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1. President, the New York Evenin
Post in a recent issue characterizes those in whose interest this bi
is being pressed as ** the most persistent and rapacious lot of bounty
beggars that ever beset Congress.” Thisat first s:ght wonld seem
to be the langnage of denunciation, but a careful examination of
what is proposed by the hill, the pretenses under which itis pressed,
and the resultewhich will actually come from its enactment would
seem to demonstrate that, so far from being the language of vitu-
peration, it is merely descriptive, and that under the circumstances
the langnage is moderate, temperate, and apt.

The bill proposes to take millions of dollars out of the Treasury
of the United States and make a free gift of it to certain persons
because they are engaged in a Rarﬁcula.r business.

g revenue for an emergency, to

In 1898, for the purpose of
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defray the expenses of the war then beginning, Congress levied
taxes which have been since pogularly denominated ¢* war taxes.”
These taxes, in connection with others theretofore in existence,
yield now an annual surplus of $80,000,000. Thereis at this time
pending in this body a bill, which has passed the House of Repre-
sentatives, proposing to reduce this taxation and revenue. There
can be no justification for the levying of taxes except for public
Furposes, and to retain a part of these excessive taxes now being

evied for the purpose of providing millions of dollars as a free
gift to certain individuals is an unjust and oipreive exercise of
the power of taxation, and the country ought to, and I believe
will, repudiate it.

The millions of money which are designed to be donated to these
shipowners must be raised from all classes of the community, and
unfortunately the contributions so required are not levied in dpro—
portion to proii»erty and not upon property, but in thousands of
cases they are evied upon the poverty and misfortunes of those
who have no property—upon the medicines consumed in sickness,
on the poor man's luxury, tobacco, on aver{' necessary of life al-
most these taxes are levied. A man unable to pay a debt and
compelled by poverty to execnte his note for the future Ea.yment
of it must pay a penalty for his poverty by a stamp on his note,
and if further required to secure his o Hﬁtion by a mortgage,
that, too, must pay tribute to the Federal Treasury. These bur-
densome taxes should only be imposed in cases of the greatest
necessity, and should never be imposed or maintained for the pur-
fose of conferring a bounty, a free gift, npon a lot of ‘*subsidy

eggars” to enable them to swell their already overgrown for-
tunes and to make an already profitable business pay increased
dividends. . .

This bill has been protested against by all classes of citizens
and from every section of the country. Toquote the language of
an influential newspaper in a recent exhaustive article on this
subject—

Thousands of prominent business men, college professors, and trade or-

nizations have pronounced against it. The press, except when muzzled

v party pressure, has been outspoken in its condemnation of the scheme,
whm. f; not submerged under a wave of ular indignation, might easily
grow into a scandal as disgraoetulﬁthnt ome Pacific subsidy of thirty
YOCars ago.

It has been denounced by that tlﬂ'eat'. body of organized labor
which embraces a million and a half of workingmen, the Federa-
tion of Labor. The National Grange and many State Granges, rep-
resenting millions of men and capital engaged in the pursuit of
agriculture, have joined in the general denunciation of the scheme,
and different business organizations in all sections of the country,
and from all classes in country, cities, and towns, have joined in
the general chorus of condemnation.

It is true that some time gince a persistent effort was made to
create the impression that there was some popular demand for the
Eeasaage of this bill by getting up and sending to Congress a num-

r of petitions praying for its passage. It seems that a Mr. A, R.
Smith, one of the 25 men who have gotten up and are pushing
this bill, had written letters to certain so-called business organiza-
tions, many of them with high-sounding names, with little or no
membership, representing nothing, speaking for nobody, to send
getitmna to Congress, and that this was promptly done. Hon.

ohn De Witt Warner, of New York, took the trouble to investi-
gate the good faith of these alleged petitions, and ascertained that
they are largely practical frauds and represent mo public senti-
ment, and this exposure is now public property.

The progosition is called ‘“a bill to promote the commerce and
increase the foreign trade of the United States and to provide
auxiliary eruisers and transports and seamen for Government nse
when necessary.” The title is attractive enough, caleulated to
soothe the public mind, and to allay all apprehension. Judging
from the title alone, the p ses of the bill would seem to be high
and patriotic,. But when the measure itself is studied and the
effects that must flow from it are distinctly nnderstood, it would
gseem than a title actually descriptive of the bill, its purposes and
effects, should read: “*A bill to enable a select coterie of ship-
owners to levy taxes on the publiec, to loot the Treasury of the
United States, and to drive out all American competition from the
high seas to enable this favored set of ‘bounty beggars’ to mo-
noIthze this trade so far as American commerce is concerned.”

have not the honor of being a member of the Committee on
Commerce, and have therefore not had the advantage of hearing
all the statements before that committee in favor of and against
this bill. The question is one of great public importance, one in
which every citizen of the country has a pecuniary as well asa
patriotic interest, and there are connected with it many facts which
may be readily comlprehandeﬂ by one who is not an expert. Itis
a few of these simple and patent facts that I wish to present for
the consideration of the Senate.

Business will grow and develop under favorable conditions, and
will die out nnder unfavorable conditions, withont regard to arti-
ficial stimulation, and the building and sailing of ships, it seems
to me, like any other practical business, will be governed by the

same rules of common sense which govern other business enter-
prises.

Any very large increase in the commerce of this country must
involve the transportation of our agricultural products on advan-
tageous terms as an absolute necessity, for the great bulk of our
exports is yet the product of our farms. The general public are
expected to believe that the passage of this bill is intended to and

ill increase the exports of our agricultural products, and we are
assured by its friends that its enactment will greatly decrease
freight rates in the immediate future. That this bill is not in-
tended to benefit agriculture, or to promote the growth of com-
merce in agricultural products, is distinctly apparent when we
look at the compensation given under it, as it was reported to the
Senate during last month to the floating palaces of the ocean,
magnificent ships engaged in carrying passengers, with lightning
speed from our own shores abroad to become buyers in European
markets, as compared with the freight-carrying ships, the ships
which actually transport our commerce.

A 21-knot ship of 10,000 tons must necessarily have very much
the larger part of her gpace occupied by machinery, coal bunkers,
ete., and in the very nature of things can carry little except pas-
sengers and fine freight, and, as is well known, they do, in fact,
carry nothing else; they are not built or intended for anything else.
One of these splendid ships would earn under the provisions of
this bill as originally reported, sailing 21 knots an hour, carrying
its hundreds of pleasure saai;ers, about $1,900 a day, while a
freighter of the same tonnage, capable of carrying, perhaps, six
times as much freight as the faster steamer, but carrying no pas-
gengers, would earn about $360 per day. This simple illustration
clearly shows the insincerity of the pretense that the purpose of
this bill as reported was to build up foreign commerce.

If further proof of this is needed it can be found in a statement
of what is actually done, which was presented to the Senate in

the beginning of this debate by the Senator from Georgia [Mr.

CLAY], a member of the Committee on Commerce, and who de-
livered a most instructive and carefully prepared speech at that
time, wherein he presented to the Senate the actual manifests of
a number of these large ships, fast and slow.

I tLuota below one comparative statement showing the actual
freight carried by two large steamers of these different classes,
sailing as near as may be at the same time, This one illustration
out of the number presented by him is sufficient for my purpose.
Compare the quantity of agricultural products carried by these
two ships. Under the provisions of this bill the St. Louis, sailing
21 knots per hour, would receive $304,290, and the Georgic,=sailing
13 knots per hour, $80,150 per annum.

Amount of farm products carried by the Georgic and the St. Louis.

Georgie, | 8t. Lou
Freight conveyed. 13-knot zz-knoi:'
ship. ship.
A e ...bushels.. 85,418 None.
Oats SEE T T 6, 900 None.
Hay pounds..| 117,200 None.
Straw S T ey 12, None,
Flour.. .-barrels.. 335 None,
R - e e e e s head. . 019 None.
R e e L L e L do ... w7 None.
Wheat ..bushels_. 80,017 None.
Cotton _ ....bales.. 10, 065 None,
Barley .. -bushels. 9, 655 None
Oheeae. SEis s ol sesi Ccases. . BTL iy
Bacon . ..boxes.. 1,694 4,55
Beef ... narters.. 8, 61 3,871
Pork .boxes. 4,806 None.
Tongue barrels. 10
Tallow .. .--tiarces. 7 None.
MO e e e e boxes. 13 None
............................................. cases. . None
............................................ boxes.. 123 12

‘We have here an actunal illustration of precisely what these two
classes of ships are doing now and what they were intended to
do, and the compensation intended to be paid to each.

Mr, J. J. Hill, president of the Great Northern Railroad, is re-
ported in the papers to have said recently that—

The pro ship subsidy will be an excellent thing if it isnot abused. I
believe if the Government would pay a tonnage on the netual commodity car-
ried below a certain value a ton, on the distance carried, there wonld
be some justice in it. Unfortunately, the kind of ships that will receive the
suhglidy one that may, indeed, need it, but which the country does not
need.

‘The first bill introduced appropriated £0,000,000 a year in subsidies, of which
$7.800,000 would haye gone to the American Line. The owners of thisline are
good friends of mine, certainly they are when I am crossing the ocean, but
think of the country paying at least seven-eighthsof the $£0,000,000 a year to
10 or 12 ships. Iealled attention tothisfeature of the bill, and it was amended.
‘Whatever Ed ome with the $0,000,000, it ought to be distributed pro rataamong
all the ships !fllﬂm the American flag.

In a new b nut 80 per cent was set apart for the Pacific Ocean. and I
suppose it was thought that that was a good thing for me. Perbaps itis
flnancially. But my company is bnilding ships without the subsidy. The
nation wounld better take off the duty on ships and plates, and in time we can
build as cheaply in the United States as anywhere. If appropriation is
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made for a class of shilps that will reduce the cost of carrying grain and prod-
ncts to new markets, 1 feel it will do well, but if it is insisted on giving the
bulk of the money to ahi‘i\s_with noother recommendation than that they can
make 21 knots on a trial trip it will be all wrong.

And this is just what this bill proposes.

In 1896 the Republican party, in national convention assembled,
by a unanimous vote, I believe, in a convention composed of dele-
gates from every section of the Union, declared that—

‘We favor restoring the American policy of disecriminating duties for the
upbuilding of onr merchant marine and the protection of our shipping in the
foreign carrying trade, so that American ships—the product of American
labor, employed in American shipyards. sailing under the Stars and Stripes,
and manned, officered, and owned by Americans—may regain the carrying
of our foreign commerce.

And President McKinley, in his letter of acceptance in 1896, said:

The declaration of the Republican platform in favor of the upbuilding of
our merchant marine has my hearty approval. The policy of discriminating
duties in favor of our shipping, which prevailed in the early yearsof our his-
tory, should be again prom tiy adopted by Congress and vigorously sup-
ported until our prestige and supremacy on the seas are fully attain

This was a declaration in favor of giving an advantage to Ameri-
can ships in proportion to their participation in the foreign trade.
A ship under this %Ian would be paid exactly in I;x'oportlon to its
participation in this trade. No advantage would be given for
carrying passengers, noadvantage would be given for fast sailing,
no advantage would be given to more expensively fitted and cos_tli
type of ships over those which were doing the substantial wor
of commerce. From the time of this declaration on the part of
the Republican party in 1896 down to this hour, however, there
geems never to have been any intention manifested anywhere of
redeeming this pledge made to the people, and the Senator from
Maine has during the course of this debate informed the counfry
that to attempt to redeem this Republican pledge would involve
us in entanglements which would be practically interminable.
Everyone understands that in the infancy of our Republic there
was a great prejudice against us in all European countries and
discriminations against us of all kinds were indulged in.

Amongst other discriminations was that of discriminating du-
ties. Under this system one rate of customs duties was fixed npon
goods bronght in in their own ships and a higher rate of duties
was charged upon goods arriving in American ships. These dis-
criminations made it impossible, of course, for our ships to com-
pete with theirs in their carrying trade, and we were compelled
either to abandon the effort to become a maritime nation or to
adopt some measure of retaliation which would compel them to
desist from this course of discrimination against us.

QOur Government had just been organized on a mew theory
which was not received with favor in the Old World. We advo-
cated and believed in the equality of all men and in equal rights
for all nations as well as all men. We believed in an ‘‘open door”
to all the world in all commercial enterprise, and that the most
capable should have the benefit of his own superiorify in an open,
free, and fair contest.

This system of discriminating duties begun by Europe was com-
mercial warfare waged against us, and we were compelled in self-
defense, contrary to the wishes of our statesmen of the time, to
resort to similar discriminations against them, to compel them to
cease their warfareagainst us. Our imposition of discriminating
duties was a measure of retaliation, a measure of commercial war,
which our statesmen knew would be harmful both to us and
European nations, but, like other measures of retaliation and pun-
ishment, these were necessary for self-defense under the then
existing conditions.

The purpose for which this class of dufies was levied by us
wasaccomplished. Europe was compelled to abandon discrimina-
tions against us, to enter upon a more enlightened policy, and to
treat our ships fairly; and our young Government, in compelling
this forward step by the nations of the Old World, this elevation
of international morals, gave an earnest of what its great work
might be expected to be in leading the way to more liberal, hu-
mane, and statesmanlike views in the intercourse amongst all
nations in the future. Toreturn to thisold system of narrowness
and selfishness now, when there is not the slightest reason for it,
would be a step in the direction of the Dark Ages. It issurpris-
ing that a mnational convention of a great party should, in the
dawn of the twentieth century, declare itself in favor of such a
system, and amazing that a candidate for the Presidency should
express his strong approval of it.

t is notable, however, that there has never been the slightest
move toward redeeming this promise. But this was the policy
declared for by the Republican party; thiswas the promise it made
to the people; this was the plan that the whole party indorsed;
and this plan, as an aid to commerce, would be infinitely superior,
bad and nnenlightened as it is, to the one now proposed, because
under that system the money taken from the Treasury of the
United States and paid fo the ships’ owners would be in exact

roportion to their participation in the foreign trade, and regu-
ated by it. Ships which carried great cargoes would get lmgla
pay, and fast-sailing sl;ifs with small cargoes would get small
pay—compensation would be proportioned exactly to participa-

tion in commerce. The present proposition, however, while mak-
ing a pretense of promoting commerce, isreally intended to enrich
a class of expensive and costly ships which really have nothing to
do with our carrying trade, and which, as snggested by Mr. HiLr,
the country does not need. .

The ringing declaration in favor of ‘‘American ships, the prod-
uct of American labor, built in American shipyards, and manned
and officered by Americans,” which was captivating to American
ears in the campaign and when votes were needed, seems to have
been entirely forgotten after the election was won, Were these
glowing promises ever intended to be kept, or were they a tissue
of false pretenses deliberately nsed with malice aforethought to
catch votes? If this was not a deliberate and willful false pre-
tense, why has there never been anywhere one single exhibition
of even a desire to redeem this pledge? If has been long since
1896, but there has been no new light thrown on this subject since
that time. All the facts connected with discriminating duties
were just as well known then as they are now.

If anybody—if one single man—believed that declaration of the
Repnblican platform, then why has not somebody tried to redeem
it? So far from there seeming to have been any purpose to redeem
this pledge, it would seem that thereverse is true, for the very next
year, as we learn from the statement of the Senator from Maine
himself, the persons who are responsible for the present scheme
were by him appointed a committee to prepare a shipping bill,
A bill was introduced the next year; and bill has followed bill, as
changeable in form and substance as the colors of the chameleon,
but not one anywhere proposing American ships, built by Amer-
ican labor in American shipyards, and manned and officered by
Americans. All these fine words seem to have been intended to
conceal the real idea, the actual purpose. How many foreggn
ships, built by foreign labor in foreign shipyards, will, under
this bill, be permitted to register under the American flag for the
purpose of drawing enormons sums of money, the product of
American labor, from the American Treasury? How many of
these will be permitted and authorized to levy toll upon the prop-
erty, the labor, and the necessities of the American people to in-
crease the profits of these foreigh-built ships which are already
profitable?

We are told by men familiar with the subject that the effect of
the passage of this bill will be to enable these favorites of the
Government, these ** subsidy beg%ars," to organize a combination
which can and will absolutely hold in their own hands the ocean
freights in the foreign carrying trade of this country, in so far as
Americans participate in if.

The report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1900 shows
ﬁhﬁt there are owned by Americans foreign-built ships now as

ollows:

Ships. | Tons.

International Navigation Company «cccceceecascccmmnnnneas 15 101, 789
Atlantic Transport Company... 16 114,196
F.E.Blisa._________... 8 30, 602
W. R.Grace & Co.... (] 21,509
L Ho&an & Bons..... 12 47,144
United Prolt Conpany. oo i e s dansdsans 2 , 219

O e e e e L R e Oy 59 818,540

Mr. G. L. Du Val, who states that he is here as a representa-
tive of the Merchants’ Association of New York, said in a letter
recently explaining his connection with and knowledge of this
subject:

I have devoted my entire business life to the American foreign trade—ax-
Egrt and import—and Flint, Eddy & American Trading Company, of which I

ve the honor to be a director, are to-day thelargest exporters ol erican
manufactured products, their business requiring the employment inward
and outward of between 800,000 and 1,000,000 tons gor annum. I am therefore
in a position to estimate the effect of the propose le?ﬂatim upon American
commerce generally, and I believe the consensus of opinion is that a very
serious handicap would be put upon the export merchants by such discrim-
ination as the proposed bill would provide in favor of a few.

I hope to be able to show before I conclude that, if present con-
ditions are allowed to take their natural course, we will in the near
future take our place among the great shipbuilding nations of the
world., Butthis man, claiming expert knowledge gained by years
of extensive business experience, believes that this bill, if enacted
into law, will not only not tend to build up our merchant marine,
but that it will forestall and prevent that natural development
which I believe we are about to enter nupon, and that this bill will
place the power in the hands of the coterie of shipowners under it, to
monopolize, so far as Americans are concerned, our foreign carry-
ing trade, thus placing at their mercy the merchants on the one
hand and the shipyards on the other. He says:

You asked me how the emall extent of fore t,onnadga which it is proposed
to admit to American register and half subsid, materially a]l]fect the

interests of the export trade, and I showed you this by afew figures, which I
wi}!l‘r;'éefer to herein.

m the best judgment I can form as to the extent of foreign tonnage
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that would be eligible to American registry and half subsidy under the terms
of the bill as at present framed, instead of some 800,000 tons, as estimated by
the committee, it will be between 400,000 and 500,000 tons net register, while
under the terms of the bill the definition of the word *ton" in respect of the
payment of subsidy is given as the ** cargo ton.”

ke, therefore, an ownership in ,000 net-register tons, representing a
carrying eapacity (weight and measurement) of about 1,250,000 tons:

Fifty thousand net-register tons equal 125,000 cargo tons applied to the
Anstralian trade—a voyage of 14,000 miles—would gain a subsidy of $92,600, or
74 cents per ton. 'This 74 cents would be a margin which the owner of that
amount of tonnage could en;lyloy to kee% competing to e ont of that
trade; indeed, it would several times enable them to accomp! that object,
for I need not tell you that a difference of 15 or 20 cents a ton in the cost of
transporting bulky staples is controlling in any large export business. Of
course, the entire Australian trade would not be served by the 125,000 cargo
tons referred to, but the owners of that tonnage would be in position to
charter a sufficient amount more, say twice the quantity, and bring their
total control up to, say, 400,000 (which would come very near covering
the requirements). and distribute the $#2,500 over their entire fleet, repre-
senting a margin of 23 cents per ton on the entire traffic.

is, huwever, would be only a part of the case, for with that margin,
which they could at any and all times sacrifice before they incurred a loss in
competing with independent shipowners, they could advance their freight
rates and, through a system of contracts an referential rates, pledge to
themselves the snpport of the shippers, who must rely upona uniformservice.
If, then, the advance in their rates should encom'af;e outside o ition, as
soon as other tonnage was offered their rates would be drop e% again toa
basis that would represent a loss to the o tion, which trial, after several
futile attempts, would ultimately be abandoned, and leave the owners of the
subsidized ships in complete control.

This is by no means an imaginary hypothesis, for precisely the same lines
were followed by a group of shipping houses in New York controlling the
freighting facilities to Australia, from which they reaped a profit of millions
of dollars over the term of their control, keeping the freight rates at exor-
bitant figures, dropping them again as soon as (Eposition offered, requiring
outside shippers to contract with them or lose the benefits that they coul
offer from a regular service, allotting a considerable proportion of their
enormous profits to a reserve account to fight opposition. Persistence in
that course became very costly to the on er, and while many attempts
were made they were always abandoned, and the freighting trust trinmphed
in theend. At length, however, a determined opposition, through the aggre-
gation of several steamship interests, was made against this freighting trust,
which presently came to the end of its reserve fund, and its power was
broken. This is measurably true of any similar contest that might be 3
but in the case we are considering, of subsidized ships, the o%pouit.ion would
practically be in conflict with the Government and bound to fight against its
resources, which, of course, would be hopeless.

It would thus seem that in addition to the looting of the Treas-
ury that this bill is intended to make a great shipping trust pos-
sible. Can the American Congress deliberately become a party to
such a scheme? 1 sincerely hope not. It would be unpardonable
to do so. The whole brood of trusts, organized by combining
rival and competing business enterprises for t.htaa}mrpoae of sup-
pressing competition on the one hand, so as to obtain higher prices
for their products, and for reducing the prices of their raw mate-
rial and labor on the other hand, are public enemies and should
be made to feel the strong arm of the law. These organizations
are too numerous now, and instead of extending them to the sea
also we should deal with those on the land which we already have.

But is this possibility of establishmﬁ a ship trust the real reason
why no effort is made to carry out the solemn pledge of the Re-
publican party made in 18067 Is this in reality a flank move-
ment, under cover of a pretense to build up American ships, built
in American yards, sailed by American seamen, etc., to accom-
plish an end which will make that purpose apparently absolutely
impossible? . - L de

here is an old adage that in vain is a net spread in sight of any
bird. Whether this is equally true of members of Congress re-
mains to be seen. But I am satisfied that whatever Congress may
do, the people will hold each man here to a striet accountability
for his share of responsibility for this measure.

It maf' be that it will be impossible to prevent the passage of
this bill. It may be that its promoters have already rendered
services to the Republican party which this bill is intended to
compensate, and which that party is determined shall be com-
pensated at the public expense; but I deem it a duty that we
should resist its passage by every means in our power. We will
try to expose its atrocities and its false pretenses, while a great
array of leaders of thought in business all over the country, and
at least a part of the press, will arouse the people to its utfer sel-
fishness, and I hope that its barefaced iniquities may at last
overwhelm it.

When the Senator from Maine addressed the Senate af length
in opening this debate, he told us of the persistent decline of the
shipping interest of the United States during the last forty years
or more, and explained guite at length a number of efforts made
by himself and others to arrest this decline, and how all of these
efforts had failed, and how the decline still went on. At the con-
clusion of his remarks the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]
asked that Senator, very pertinently, I think, what was the cause
of that decline, saying that he had patiently listened to the Sen-
ator from Maine, hoping to hear what was the cause of this per-
sistent decadence; and he said that if he (the Senator from
Colorado) once knew the cause of the decline, he would feel that
he had begun to know something of the remedy. Now, I believe
that the Senator from Colorado, in that request, stated the exact

oint which should claim our attention first. The Senator from
e replied, but did not answer, and until the answer is given

it is folly for us to proceed; it is nseless for us to propose a remedy
until we know what has caused the trouble. It behooves us, then,
to diligently inquire what is the trouble, and not to cease until
that has been made clear.

" There is an impression more or less general, and it has been
stated on this floor during this debate, that this decadence began
about 1860 or 1861, and that Confederate cruisers were perhaps
the cause, A moment's consideration will show that this counld
not be true, for, if it had been the cause, as soon as the cause was
removed our shipping would have regained its old-time power and
importance, and this was not so. It is necessary to look more
closely into this matter to find the truth. There must in the very
nature of things be a cause, a continning and a perfectly natural
cause, for this steady and persistent effect which has existed
without intermission for so many years.

‘When we had the best and cheapest material in the world for
shipbuilding, and while we built the best and cheapest ships in
the world we equaled Great Britain as carriers of the world's
commerce, and eqgualed all the balance of the world combined.
We were then carrying 75 per cent of our own exports and im-
ports in open competition with the whole world, while 50 per cent
of our fonnage was engaged in carrying commerce from one for-
eign counfry to another, and all this without subsidy or Govern-
ment assistance of any kind and without a thought of it in the
mind of any man, but when we were surpassed in these respects
and became unable to build ships as cheaply as Great Britain, and
at the same time stupidly refused to allow our merchants to bu
ships from those who could build them cheaper than we could,
then we naturally dropped out of the contest for carrying the
world’s commerce.

About the year 1830 steam as a Propel]ing power instead of
sails, and iron as a bunilding material in the place of wood, were
beginning to attract attention. The English people saw the
natural advantages that we had in building wooden sailing ships,
and with characteristic Anglo-Saxon energy, and without govern-
ment aid of any kind, they set about developing the evolution in
favor of steam and iron ships, and before 1840 it was clear to the
shrewdest observers that sails and wood must fall behind. The
English people made the most of this development and pushed
forward in the construction of ocean iron and steam vessels. The
Ammericans did not adopt the new method at once. It wasnatural
that they should cling to the ships they were proud to believe
were the best on earth, though after a few years they did become
active in the use of steam and iron for shi ‘When we did be-
gin, we pushed forward with such energy that by 1851 our steam
tonnage almost equaled that of Great Britain, and it continued to
increase until 1856.

By this time the conviction seems to have become settled in the
minds of business men, seagoing men, that an iron ship was su-
perior to a wooden one, and in the long run cheaper. The Amer-
icans, confident of the superiority of their splendid wooden ships,
were perhaps slower than other people to recognize this fact; but
those abroad who had been buying American ships saw and under-
stood it; hence, the building of our wooden ships for use abroad
began to fall off rapidly.

%rom building for foreign buyers 65,000 tons in 1855 there was
a falling off in 1856 to 42,000 tons, and to 25,000 tons in 1858, and
to 17,000 tons in 1860; so that this decadence had visibly begun
before a gun was fired in 1861, and it began because iron was as
surely displacing wood as the building material for ships as steam
was superseding sails as the propelling power. It was simply im-
possible for us at that time to compete with England in the cheap
production of iron, and as a protective tariff on iron made the im-
gortati(m of if into this country impossible, our shipbunilders were

enied the privilege of having the cheapest and best material for
building ships. and our people were denied ships as cheaply as
other people could get them. The advantages which we had pos-
sessed theretofore had passed to our rival, and we were distanced
in the race.

If when we found that this change was inevitable we had al-
lowed our people to buy cheaper and better ships wherever they
were to be had on the best terms, onr merchant marine would not
have perished from the earth. But it was somebody’s idea that
Americans must not have ships unless they were built in Ameri-
can shipyards, and as our yards, handicapped by our own tariff,
could not build ships as cheaply as other people, the destruction
of our merchant marine was inevitable, and our shipyards, so far
as the foreign trade went, followed the same fate.

The nations of Europe all found that Great Britain had the
same advantage of them as to cheaper materials, but, unlike us,
they permitted their people to buy ships and remain in the trade,
and wisely determined that even if they could not compete with
England in building cheap ships that they would not, therefore,
abandon the carrying frade of the world to her, but they bought
ships from her, kept in the trade, and waited wisely for another
development which would relieve them of their disadvantage,
And now when the changeseems to be athand they have a standing



1680

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 30,

as carriers of the world’s commerce, while we have practically
none.

The decadence of American shipping was an unavoidable result
of perfectly natural causes, and it seems to me that the way to
restore it and to find ourselves among the shipbuilding and ship-
owning nations of the world once more is to take hold of the
natural advantages we have now, remove all the handicaps and
barriers that embarrass our shipbuilders and shipowners, and
allow them free access to the cheapest and best materials, and the
cheapest and best ships that the world's markets afford.

If we can, after freeing our shipbuilders from every embarrass-
ment, after giving them free access to the markets of the world
for the material for building ships, they can build ships as cheaply
as other people, let us open the way for this to be done, by their
own efforts in fair and open competition with the world; but if
they can not build ships as cheaply as other nations, then let us
permit our people to buy the cheapest and best ships to be had
and take care of themselves.

Can we build ships now in competition with Great Britain?
The Commissioner of Navigation, one of the advocates of this
bill, in his official report—a report, by the way, which is very
much devoted to the passage of the pending measure—is compelled
to admit that, to quote his own words—

‘When we can build as cheaply as Great Britain there is no reason why the

United States should not share that country’s profitable trade in supplying
foreign with medinm-sized cargo steamships, a trade which 1&3{) year
amounted to 138 steamships of 204,569 gross tons.

He concludes that we can not yet do this. Is this coneclusion
well founded? On page 31 of his official report the Commissioner
gives the prices of steel ship lplatea in England and the United

tates in 1899 and 1900, as follows:
Price of steel ship plafes.

1899,
Apr. | May. | June. | July. | Aug. | Sept. | Oct. | Nov.| Dec.
United States .|$50, 40 [850.40 §50.40 [$56.00 ($50.00 $67.20 |367.20 |$67.20 7.20
GmtBritain.%.B sﬁ.ﬁﬂ 80.84 | 86.45 | 37.06 sg;.m a7. 06 %‘s.sa %é.as

1900
Jan. | Feb. | Mar. | Apr. | May. | June. | July. | Aug. | Sept.
United States .!§58.2¢ [850.40 $18.18 [$42.56 |$40.32 (233,60 328,00 .08 | 824.64
Great Britain _| 38, 39.40 | 40.10 | 40.70 | 40.70 60.70'40.86 l%g.isﬂ 38,88

The Commissioner follows these tables, on the same page, with

this statement:
e plates of Dirigo, the first steel ‘nare-ﬂgqﬁd b

thin Ulﬁ?:eﬁhsgtsﬁswarm?nporgg} f?gm Gg'eat Br?%ain. In 1598 av;:iapex;éﬁég
to Great Britain some of the plates for the British steamship Oceanic, the
largest vessel afloat. During the past summer American steel ship tes
have been quoted in British markets, though ocean freights have been ﬁ. and
in some instances more. Special causes have, of course, been at work in both
countries to produce the marked fluctuations in the prices of steel ship plates,
but it is donhtless within bounds to assert that for the future, under normal
conditions, the price of steel ship plates in the United States will usnally be
lower than in Great Britain. Our output of plates, of course, is thus far
much smaller than the British, but every foreign pnrchase of American ship
El]ﬁa;%sin :’; indirectly a small contribution to the remote future of American

A recent issue of a prominent German paperis quoted as saying:

It is known that the American iron works eclipse those of all other coun-
tries, whether in the magnificence of their establishments or the methods of
saving hand labor by technical devices or in facilities for reducing the cost
of production through the wholesale scale of their manufactures.

And this journal admits that the break in the iron pricesin
Germany was caused by American imports.

I have seen a newspaper statement within the last few days in
a Philadelphia paper, I think, that recently Glasgow builders had
contracted for 150,000 tons of ship plates in this country at a sav-
ing of a quarter of a million of dollars, and this fact was mentioned
a few days since in debate here by the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. LODGE].

¢ There are now invested in shipyards in the United States fifty
to fifty-five millions of dollars of capital, and 88,000 men are em-

loyed in them,” as reported by the honorable Commissioner of

avigation, and they are now building 68 merchant steam vessels,
aggregating 277,680 gross tons, and 47 naval vessels of 113,320 tons;
and he adds that since this estimate was made 2 steel cargo steam-
ships of 9,760 gross tons and 12 knots average speed are being built
by the Maryland Steel Company.

1f materials are now cheaper here than in Great Britain, the
question of cheap construction becomes at once important.
recent issue of the Scientific American contains thefollowing very
suggestive article on this question:

THE RELATIVE COST OF STEAMSHIP CONSTRUCTION IN EUROPE AND AMERICA.

Among the ?upers presented at the recent pﬁ'geml meeting of the Society
of Naval Architects and Marine Engineers in this city was one;lzy Mr. Geor,
, of the Union Iron Works, San Francisco, on the g “Gantﬁ:

American shipbuilder under present conditions compete with the British
and German shipbuilders in the production of the largest class of ocean pas-
senger and freiiglt steamships?’

The author of the paper recently made an extensive tour among the ship-
building yards of Europe, one of the objects ba&nlg to note what mt?‘f"“
foreign shipbuilders have over ourselves in skill, labor, and materials. The
{J:per was written on d the Saxonia, a sister ship to the Ivernia, which,

an article published in the Scientific American of November 10, was taken
ag the latest representative of the Inrge cargo and passenger steamers which
are becoming increasingly pogiéllmramong the shipowners of the sresent day.

Mr. Dickie’s comd;»mglso tween British and Germsan and American
methods is made under three heads—skill in design, cost of labor, and cost of
material. As re{zards the ?Eestion of skill, the British designers labor under
the severe restrictions of Lloyd's Reglster, and Mr. Dickie gives them full
credit for a thorough tmdm_'standing of their profession and great skill in
turning out economical designs that conform to the rigid rm}u rements and
restrictions of the Register. Given an American ter of shipping that
wonld lend itself more readily to the tendencies of American design, Mr.
Dickie believes that the American architect will show himself to be quite
abreast of his British cousin. As regards the cost of labor, it is shown that
under our Fresent, methods labor cost in the United States is 25 per cent greater
on the hull and 50 per cent greater on the machinery of an average ocean-
goingi:’reight. or passenger steamer.

It is just here, in discussing the cost of marine machinery, that the author
brings out a fact which will be certainly very astounding to those of us who
have believed that in economy of shop management we are far in the lead
of Great Britain. As an explanation of the cheapmess of British marine
engine construction, he tells us that every&mrt. of the engine in a first-class
establishment is made to gange, and when finished by the tools is sent to an
expert examiner at a large surface table, who determines if every opera-
tion performed by the tools has been accurately done. If the work is not

erfectly accurate it is returned for correction, or, if not worth correction,
entirely rejected.

**The pieces thus produced that go to make an engine when bronght to-
gether are not erected by fitting each piece to its place by file or chisel, but
they are placed in stock ready to be assembled in a few hours on receipt of
an order for an engine of the size they represent.” The anthoris of the
opinion that the introduection of & system to insure correct tooling on every
piece entering into the construction of our marine engines would reduce the
cost of erection by one-half. The full text of this valuable paper will be
found in the current issue of the Supplement.

Note the langnage of the junior Senator from Massachusetts
only a few days ago in this Chamber:

Weare beating her in all the great products. Wehave beaten her already
in iron and steel. We can turn them out at a price which Europe can not
meet. We are going to surpass her in other articles. She will have to take
her coal from us. It is & mere question of time when her mr.stronxlhold. the
carrying trade, will be invaded. Already we can make steamship plates
cheaper than she can make them. Only the other day I read in the news-
papers that we had taken a contract in Glasgow for steel plates for commer-
cia steamshipa‘%gainsh all competitors, and we nnderbid them £50,000 on that
one contract. © have taken ﬁ?md there are to-day in Glasgow 14 furnaces,
they say.damped down. What happens there will happen in the carrying
trade. We shall build ships cheaper than they do.

Having seen what a shipbunilder thinks and what a Massachu-
setts statesman thinks, the views of a business man engaged in
sailing ships will be interesting. I clip the following from a re-
cent issue of the Chicago Tribune:

PROPOSED BUBSIDY SECHEME.

My, James J. Hill, of the Great Northern road, does not balieve that the
place where foreign trade is got is in the lobbies of the Capitol. He stateshis
plan for getting that trade as tollows:

**I propose to build as many vessels as the trade with the Orient will jus-
tify, and that will be a great many. The natural market for the Pacific
const is China, Japan, and the Phili es. The docks at Seattle are large
enough to accommodate all the shipping for some time, but eventually other
harbors will be used.

‘1t is too far from the Pacific coast to the Eastern States to ship many of
the products of the Northwest to the East. A market for grainin the Orzant
will give the farmers a higher price for their grain. 'The produets of the iron
mines, of the mines, and of the lnmber regions in the Northwest can be
sold_at better advan in the markets of the Orient than can be had in
the East. It is not like forcing something on the market that the people do
not want. They want everything we can take to them, and we want their
products.  We shall have 25 steamships in this service within five years. The
vessels will be of the largest size, with enormous carryini‘cn city and slow
speed. Speed is not so much of an object as to be able to lay the goods down
on tgi'? other side of the Pacific, so that they compete with the native prod-
uc

This statement is commented on editorially as follows:

The International Navigation Company (“American™ Bteamship Line)
wants a subsidy of several million dollarsa year to assistit insecuring fore
trade. Mr. Hill, believing that ** the Lord helps those who help themselves,'*
is gOll:(lf to build vessels and send them across the Pacific without a subsidy.
Should the Hanna-Payne bill pass he will be one of the beneficiaries, but not
on the same grand scale as the International Navigation Company.

The **ocean greyhounds " of the American Line, which e com tively
little freight, would receive proportionately more than Mr. Hill's vessels,
which would not be driven headlong across the ocean. Under the subsid
bill 11-knot vessels fgei’. only the same preminm as sailing vessels, thoug
makin%a trip in half the time.

The bulk of the ocean trade is done by steamers which go_at a low rate of
speed to save coal and diminish expenses in the fireroom and in other ways.

hey carry, as a rule, cargoes the s'i:eedy delivery of which is not essential.
The **tramp* steamers and the exclusively freight lines do the world's traf-
fie, and lyet. receive cold treatment in a bill the &rofuwed ohject of which is
to ** build up American trade.” The real object is to enrich the stockholders
of the International Navi%l‘;mn Company—the American line—which is also
closely aftiliated with the Pennsylvania Railroad and the Standard Oil Com-

ny.
Subsidies are not n

3 . _Mr. Hill knows it; so do the men who are
clamorin

ECESSATY,
for the passage of the HnnnavPag:e bill. But they see a chance to
get subsidies and naturally want them. ing all of them skilled in such
matters, they are moving heaven and earth to get through a measure more
profitable than any they have yet been concerned in.

It is unnecessary for me to say who Mr, Hill is. His character
and achievements as a business man are too well known for that,
and both are too well known for anybody to believe for one
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moment that he will take an unbusiness-like step in any matter of
importance.

When the Senator from Maine made his openingspeech, he said
that—

There are now two freight ships of 20,000 tons each building in American
yards—the largist ships ever built in the world—which will come under the
p{:g};iﬁ;ﬁ\ of this bill undoubtedly,and ought to come under the provisions
o "

I understand that these two ships are being built by Mr. Hill.
Now, upon what hypothesis can any man believe that Mr. Hill
would have had these immense ships, the largest in the world,
built in American shipyards unless he could have themas cheaply
built here as anywhere else in the world? And if Mr. Hill is now
building these great ships, and intends to build more, many more,
without becoming a ** bounty beggar,” but as a business man
and for business reasons, where is the apology for proposing to
take the public money and make a free gift of it to him? If we
give it to anyhod{ he shounld have his share with the balance, I
suppose; but the honest truth is that none of them should haveit.
W hy should a subsidy be offered to ships? Are freight rates too
low? 1f so, we had best allow foreign ships to continue to carry
our commerce for less than it is worth; that is a loss to them and
a gain to us.

1if freight rates are reasomable and fair, then no inducement
should be reqguired to induce ships to engage in the business, and
if they are exorbitantly high already, how can we excuse ourselves
for taxing the people to swell their profits? :

I quote from the RECORD (p. 61), in the opening speech of the
Senator from Maine, the following:

1 r ships are carrying, or two years owem(nrrYin . A8
lot? gsté:l?e?goﬁd{ %Sgﬂtablgg hut-th:g :ftes hava:{u:rexggd very large ys%nce
‘the Spanish war.

Mr. HANNA. One hundred per cent.

Here is a statement which certainly no advocate of this bill can
‘challenge: That rates which were profitable two years ago have
already been increased *‘very largely,” said Mr. FRYE; ‘100 per
cent,” said Mr, Hanna, and yet this bill is to give greater bounties
to such a business. How can such gross injustice be excused?
Can it be defended? I believe not. r

+ During his speech the Senator from Maine was asked why capi-

tal did not go into ships, and he replied: ‘* Becanse there wasmore
money in other things.” It would seem that if this bill passes,
that will not be said again. But Mr. Hill has himself recently
given utterance to some very interesting statements directly bear-
ing on this question. Iquote from the Chicago Chronicle, Decem-
ber 9, 1900:

SUBSIDY WILL BE A HELP.

of the country must naturally

The capital of the conntry and the ene
viting as to make an intelligent

seek other channels, and I know of none so
and strong effort to carry the flag of the United States onto the high seas,and
dominate the high seas, as we certainly can if we are not hampered too much
by ill-advised attempts at helping us. We can build ships in this country as
well and as cheaply as they can be bunilt anywhere in the world. Now, I have
figures within tﬁa lusgogenr furnished from the best builders on the Clyde,
and figures from as g builders as there are in this country, and. to my
utter amazement, the American figures on a single ship were from $400,000 to
§500,000 under the best Clyde builders, and when we get the ship subsidy
that is promised how happy we shall be. Unfortunately, the kind of shi
that is to receive the subsidy is one that may need it, but it is one that the
conntry at large does not need. I allude to these ocean grl\,_aghounda. -
lieve a subsidy should be based upon an actual Commoﬂlt{,e e flour. If the
bill passes it will not be the first mistake, and it will not be altogether a loss
if it starts the building of a merchant marine under the American flag.

A recent issue of the Chicago Times-Herald says:

James J. Hill, president of the Great Northern Railroad, is of the opinion
that American shipping has such a bright immediate future before it that
it is bound to increase in extent, with or without Government subsidies,
and that in its growth it will vastly extend the ibilities of the American
farmer and manufacturers in their efforts to gain foreign markets.

And quotes Mr, Hill as follows:

I do not think that the American people will have as difficulta ngrohlom to
golve in the ships as they had in the land transportation. I think they will
gsoon find the way to solve it. Capital has but a small fleld left in railroad
extension, and must soon seek other channels. I know of none so inviting as
that which leads ns to make a strong and intelligent effort to carry the
of the country into the seas and to dominate the ocean, as we certainly can
if not too much hampered by ill-advised attempts at helping us. e can

. build ships as easily as any nation in the world.

This is not the first experience of this country with subsidies.
They have always proved costly failures, The subsidies to the
Collins Line and to the Pacific Mail yet linger unpleasantly in the
memories of men, while only nine years ago, under the leadership
of the Senator from Maine, I believe, Congress passed a mail-sub-
sidy bill, which is now on thestatute books, and which I fear will
remain there for many years to come, notwithstanding the fact
that during this debate the Senator from Maine himself has de-
nounneed it, to use his own striking words, as a ** dead failure.”

Our (fovernment pays, when foreign vessels carry our mails,

-about 41 cents per pound for letters and post cards and about 4}
cents per pcund for other mail matter, and they seem to be glad
to carry them on these terms. When we send the same mails in
American ships we pay $1.60 per pound for letters and t cards
and 8 cents per pound for other matter., 'We thus pay about four
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times as much for the same service to American ships in carryin
letter mails and twice as much for other mail service as we coulg
have it done for. Not content with this differencein favor of our
ships, the act of March 38, 1801, the mail-subsidy act to which I
have just alluded, was passed, under which the Postmaster-Gen-
eral is authorized to contract for carrying the mails for terms of
not less than five nor more than ten years, for not more than $4
per mile for first-class ships and $2 per mile for second-class ships,
etc., for the outward voyage in carrying mails.

Let us look at the operation of this law. For the one line car-
rying mails to Great Britain, under this law the Postmaster-
General entered into a contract with the International Navigation
Company on October 12,1895, for a term of ten years, to carry the
mails from New York to Southampton, and to receive therefor 54
per mile on the outward voyage. If the mails carried by this line
on this route last year had been carried by foreign ships, this Gov-
ernment wonld have paid fer the service as follows:

160.107 pounds letters and post cards, at # cents. oo icacoemcaciaaca.. $70,447.08
1,650,766 pounds all other mail matter, at 4t centa . ... ..oooois T4, 040,47

1 o R T
If this same service had been rendered by an American line, not
subsidized, the service would have cost the Government:

lﬁl.ll]‘fﬁgon.nds letters and post cards, $1.60 per pound .............. $256,171.20
1,650,764 pounds other mail matter, at 8 cents per pound........... 132,761.28
R e e s s A e o B i s i vl A e g 338,952, 48

Under the contract made under the mail subsidy bill of 1891 we
actually paid for this service $647,278.40, thus paying for a given
service $502,087.85 more than it could have been done for.

And this gross sum was paid for the t:riFs made and absolntely
without any reference to the amount of mail earried, and the
same amount wounld have been paid to this company if one-half
or one-fourth only of the mail had been carried. The Superin-
tendent of Foreign Mails, in his estimates submitted, recommends
that instead of 44 trips, as for last year in this service, there ghall
be next year 52 trips, which, if adopted, would make this service
cost §757,328.

The bill under which this large amount is paid was, among other
things, called ‘“An act to promote commerce.” If there was any
excuse for its enactment, it was the hope of promoting our com-
merce by the building of American ships. What is the result?
This act has been in force nine years, and during this debate the
Senator from Maine pronounced it, in so far as it had effected the
decadence of American shipping, to use his own words, *‘a dead
failure.” As a means of building np American shipping it is a
failure, *‘ a dead failure,” but as a means of looting the Treasury
it is & great success, a shining success.

It took last year out of the Treasury $647,224.40, for a service
which others would have gladly rendered for $145,136.55—an abso-
lute donation of $502,087.85, for which the Government and the
peo;}zla secure nothing., And this was absolutely the only effect of
the law in this case. It did nothing else; it built noships; it pro-
moted no commerce; it did nothing except to provide for the
enormous sum of money being paid out of the Treasury practi-
cally withoutan equivalent. Andif the recommendation of the
Superintendent of Foreign Mails shall be adopted. we will next
year, and perhaps during the remainder of this contract, pay to
these ships $757,000 annually. Is there now any pretense that the
people are getting any benefit whatever from this law?

Take another instance of the operation of the subsidy law we
already have. In route No. 74, from Boston and Philadelphia to
Port Antonio, Jamaica, there were last year, under a contract
made in January, 1899, and to continue for ten years, 102 trips.
There were carried in all these 102 trips 2,228 pounds of letters
and post cards and 36,144 pounds of other mail matter—Iless
than 22 pouuds of letters and post cards for each trip of these
steamships, and about 355 pounds of paper, ete. This service
would have cost in foreign ships:

s ponnds, at ool o Ll . 32
R EP T A S e e s B B -=a 1,625. 98
T s e SR s e i e et g e iy ol ey e e --- 2.006.30

Or, at the rate paid to American ships, this service wonld have
cost:

2 298 pounds letters and post cards, at §1.00 per pound ............... §3,584.80
306,144 pounds other mail matter, at 8 cents per pound................ 280152
L e e e B S o S s i S L

While the Government under the contract made under this law
of 1891, and to continue for eight years longer, actually paid $121,-
255.94, a bonus above what the service was actunally worth of
$118,649.04 on a service worth $2,606.30. If such a transaction
could be had between two individuals, one of them would be con-
sidered an idiot and the other little better than a highwayman,

There are a number of other lines having these contracts.
There is no limit to the law, and they will doubtless increase un-
til the public shall tire of this unpardonable waste of the public
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funds and compel the repeal of the law. Will this time ever
come? But I will not weary the Senate with further details.

When the system of making these large donations to these
steamship companies without consideration is known to be a
“*dead failure,” so far as any public purpose is concerned, it
would seem that the law of 1801 should not longer remain on the
statute books. But instead of proposing to repeal this law, this
““dead failure,” this worse than useless statute, we are engaged
in undertaking to enact another law which will prove infinitely
worse in every respect, and in explanation of exactly what this
bill means am{
attention to a recent letter from the Senator from Maine to Hon.
Whitelaw Reid, of the New York Tribune, from which it will
clearly be seen that these outra;ieous contributions for the ship
companies are not enough, in the opinion of the Senator from
Maine and that the real purpose of this bill is to raise these out-
rages exactly 50 per cent.

quote from the New York Press of January 15, 1901:
THE BUBSIDY SECRET OUT.

Mr. Whitelaw Reid is to be congratulated on having elicited from the ad-
vocates of the ship-subsidy bill the information which all the maritime and
political world was after. Thanks to g&'garaanal letter from Senator FRYE. in
response to a personal inquiry of the editor of the Tribune, we have the rea-
son why this measure, designed as it is to foster the carriage of American

freight in American cargo boats, should be handieapped with a provision for
anigb‘normal increase in the postal rates of four American mail boats. This

“The rate of § per mile was that proposed by the postal subsidy bill of

1 as passed by the Senate. When ghe House returned the bill with that
rate reduced to $4 I was disposed to abandon the bill altogether, as I was con-
vinced that it would prove a failure. Against my own judgment I accepted
it, and the next year, as you will recall, we were compelled to pass an act
admitting the Paris and the New York in order to give any vitality whatever
to the postal subsidy bill of 1801.

“Since 18M4-95 the American Line has been running without paying any
dividends. as our committee has been repeatedly assured by Mr. Griscom.
The pending subsidy bill in effect restores the rate of §, which will suffice
to enable the cumpaniv‘ to pay on those ships a dividend of about 3} per cent.”

Here we have it. The increased mail pa.g_of half a million is saddled on
the bill to enable the American Line to pay dividends. Well and if the
American Line can show that its failure to pay dividends is due to the extra
cost of running a ship on the American standard. Not well and not good if
that failure is found to be due to the fact that since 18895 the American Line
has virtually dropped out of the race for ocean supremaciy. that it has not
raised a finger to meet the efforts of its rivalsin the building of Campanias,
Kaiser Wilhelms, Deutschlands, and Oceanics. And until the American Line
has demonstrated to a committee of Congressthat its lossesare to be charged,
not to false economies or other bad management—such, for instance, as

lumping one of its four vessels ashore at Long Branch and the other on the
nacles—rather than to high costs, it can lay no claim to an increase of one
penny of its mail pay. To figure up a 8} per cent dividend on a steamship
company's capital stock and ask Con;.rlresa to appropriate, without investiga-
tion, the money to pay it is a form of lusty beggary to which even the Coxey
army never attained in a not dissimilar trip to the steps of the Capitol.

But is it posaible that Senators FRYE and HAxxA will delay the passage of
this bill an thereb{ endanger if not defeat its great pu of *“the profit-
able employment of the surplus productive power of the farms, factories,
mines, forests, and fisheries of the United States' while Congress is going
over the accounts of a single mail contractor? If so, we shall know finally,
unanswerably, incontrovertibly, that the main purpose of the measure isnot,
as its title indicates, *to promote the commerce and increase the foreign
trade of the United States,” but to enable ** eight gentlemen ' to meet and
declare to themselves out of the proceeds of an appropriation bill a dividend
of 3; per cent on an unprofitable investment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PrATT of Connecticut in the

chair). The gending question is on the amendment of the Senator
frodehode sland [Mr. ALDpRICH]. The amendment will be
stated.

The SECRETARY. At theend of section 3, on page 9, line 25, be-
fore the word “ years,” strike ont *‘ twenty ” and insert * fifteen.”
_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the ques-

tion?

Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to hear the effect of that amend-
ment from the proposer of it. The Senator from Rhode Island said
that he intended to explain the amendment.

Mr. FRYE. He will be in in a moment.

Mr. LODGE. He will be here in a moment.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I believe the Senator
from Maine asked unanimous consent that the formal reading of
the bill shonld be dispensed with, but the reading of the bill for
purposes of amendment was just begun, I think, when the debate
commenced, and the bill has not been read for amendment.

Mr. FRYE, It has been amended; but what the Senator says
is true—that the bill was not read.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is my recollection.

Mr. FRYE. The amendments were simply acted upon.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I think the bill shounld be read
at length, so as to ?’\'e all Senators an opportunity to offer any
&f;me(rllgmeuts they choose, or to see the effect of amendments of-

ered.

Mr. FRYE. It would be an excellent thing for Senators who
have made speeches against the billif they had seen what effect the
amendments had upon it. I think it would have changed their
speeches to a very large extent,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have endeavored to keep up with
the kaleidoscopic changes of the bill. I know when it was first re-
ported here about a year ago it was totally different from what it

is now. I know it is totally different now from what was re-
orted by the committee a month ago. It is hard for a man to
eep up from one day to another with the changes that are occur-
ring in the bill, and the Senator ought not to expect a man who is
not an expert and who is on the outside to keep up with changes
that are sorapid.

Mr. FRYE. But I notice that the speeches of the New York
Reform Club, which were directed against what was called the
Hanna bill of about two years ago, have practically been repeated
in the United States Senate against what is now called the Frye

is intended by its friends to mean I wish to call | biil

ill.
ﬂ]}![r. JONES of Arkansas. And this is practically the Hanna

Mr. FRYE. Itis very different from the Hanna bill. Thereis
hardly a resemblance between the two bills, In the first place,
when the Hanna bill was presented to the Committee on Com-
merce two years ago and over it was changed very materially, and
when it was presented to the Committee on Commerce by me at
the last session of Congress it was changed still more, and more
materially, too; and it has since received other changes. Take
the speeches so far as I have heard them—I am not now speaking
of the speech of the Senator from Arkansas, but take the speech of
the Senator from Washingion [Mr, TURNER], and it was actually
amusing. I sat as long as I conld, and the temptation to interrupt
was so great that I finally left, for I do not like to interrupt Sena-
tors when they are making speeches. I do not think it is good
form, and I do not like to do it. Ilike to have a Senator make
his speech as he pleases to make it. But the application of the
gpeech of the Senator from Washington to the pending bill was
something so remote that I could not by possibility see it; and the
figures that were given were figures that had no application what-
ever to the pending bill.

Mr, DANIEL. ill the Senator allow me?

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine whether he
agrees that the bill ought to be read at this time?

Mr. FRYE. I do agree that it has not been read.

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Arkansas insist on.
its being read?

Mr. FRYE. The formal reading of the bill was kindly, by the
Senate, dispensed with in order that it might be read for amend-
ment, but instead of reading the bill for amendment the Senate
permitted me to go on and have my amendments acted upon with-
out reading the bill; so that if any Senator makes a demand for
the reading of the bill, I certainly shall think he has a right to
have it read.

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the further
reading of the bill may be dispensed with——

Mr. DANIEL. I object.

Mr. CHANDLER. And that it may be considered as still open
to amendment as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. BERRY. Objection is made.

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine a ques-

tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire dhas asked that the reading be dispensed with, and objection
is made.

Mr. MORGAN. I wish toask the Senator from Maine a ques-
tion about the bill, for information,

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire asks for the reading of the bill.

Mr. MORGAN., I wish to ask the Senator from Maine whether
his speech, which was delivered in the Senate here and which
was so interesting and so laborious, was delivered upon the bill as
it now stands, or was it delivered upon the bill as reported from
the Committee on Commerce?

Mr. FRYE. It was very largely delivered upon the bill as re-
ported by the Committee on Commerce., Those facts 1 knew all
about. Sr course, I did not, when I made my speech, have any
knowledge of the amendments which have since been offered by
the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALDRICH].

Mr. MORGAN. 1 have been looking and listening and reading
and working here trying to find ont what was before us and what
would be before us on this bill, and it has been a fox hunt. This
matter has changed so frequently in and ount that I have not been
able to keep up with it. 1 therefore think that the Senator from
Maine ought now to make his speech over with modifications.

Mr. FRYE. It doesnotrequireany modifications.

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the reading of the bill.

Mr, FRYE. My speech was confined to facts, not fancies,

Mr. MORGAN. Not to the facts in the bill.

Mr. FRYE. Yes; to the facts in the bill.

Mr,. CHANDLER. I thought I had the floor when the Senator
from Alabama and the Senator from Maine began their colloguy.

Mr. MORGAN. Did the Senator from New Hampshire have
the floor?

Mr. CHANDLER.

I thought I had it.




1901. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—SENATE. 1683

Mr, MORGAN. I beg pardon of the Senator. I want to yield
every moment to him to which he is entitled, because I know how
much more interesting he is than anybody else.

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is very kind, and I hope he
will stay here for a thousand years. [Laughter.] I ask for the
reading of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The understanding of the Chair
is that the bill is to be read, and amendments of the committee
acted upon as they are reached.

Mr. FRYE. The amendments of the committee have already
been acted upon, and all have been greed to. It is simply a re-
quirement to read the bill as amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The attention of the Senator
from New Hampshire is requested. Will he state how he desires
the reading of the bill to proceed?

Mr. CHANDLER. The chairman of the committee has stated
that the committee amendments to the bill have been adopted.
Now, as 1 understand the order, we can go on with this bill regu-
laﬁ-})é. Ithmust be read; and that form I intend to have com-

ied with. .
¥ The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the bill has been amended?

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. That is what the rule would

require.

%‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with
the reading of the bill. The Chair understands that the bill as
now read will be the original text of the bill as amended upon the
motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], the chairman of
the Committee on Commerce.

Mr, CLAY. I desire to offer certain amendments to the pend-
ing bill. I ask that they be printed and lie on the table until they
are reached.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be re-
ceived, printed, and laid on the table. The reading of the bill
will proceed,

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill (8. 727) to promote the
commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United States,
and to provide auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Gov-
ernment nse when necessary, and read to line 6 on pagb'e 3.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the order of business is,
but, if in order, I move to strike out the word * twenty,” on page
8, line 6, and insert the word *‘fifteen.”

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to amendments until the bill is
read through.

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know under what order the Senate
was proceeding. I understood the bill was being read for amend-
ment.

Mr. CHANDLER. No; it is being read according to the rule,

Mr, SPOONER. The Senate, by unanimous consent, dispensed
with the first formal reading. y

Mr, CHANDLER. I asked that, by unanimous consent, the
reading of the bill be dis&)ensed with. Objection was made, and
now the bill is being read through.

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood it had been read heretofore—

Mr. BERRY. It never has been.

Mr. ALDRICH. And amendments are certainly in order.

Mr. CHANDLER. No; not until the bill is read through.

Mr. NELSON. The status is this: The bill has been once read
and amendments made to it. At the request of the Senator from
Maine [Mr. Fryz] the first reading of the bill, which was required
by parliamentary rule, was dispensed with, and it was simply
read for committee amendments. Now, this reading is made-the
first reza.din€i

Mr. BERRY. I begthe Senator’spardon; the bill wasnot read.
The first reading of the bill was by unanimous consent waived.

Mr. NELSON. I mean it has been read for amendment.

Mr. BERRY. It has not been read at all for any purpose,

Mr. ALDRICH. Then we have been making amendments to a
bill which has not been read.

Mr. BERRY. That is what we have been doing.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is very extraordinary.

Mr. BERRY. It is extraordinary, but that is the fact.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The Chair will state that the
Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. CHANDLER] asked for the read-
ing of the bill as it has been amended on the motion of the Sen-
ator from Maine [Mr. FrRYE]. That was ordered by the Senate,
and the reading is now progressing under that order.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr,
ALpricH], which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In section 8, page 9, line 25, strike out
“twenty” and inserf ‘* fifteen;” so as to read:

BEc. 3. That in no case shall the same vessel be entitled to any compensa-
tion pursuant to this act for a greater period than fifteen years.

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Rhode Island stated that he
would explain the amendment to the Senate. I do not see him in
his seat. It is almost 6 o'clock., The amendment has been or-

dered to be printed, and I think if would be better not to take a
vole to-night.

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me for a moment?
I have sent for the Senator from Rhode Island. If he will offer
the other amendments, so that we can have them printed, then
there will be no objection to an executive session.

Mr. BERRY. I have no objection tothat. I simplythinkthat
a vote ought not to be taken until there has been some explana-
tion of what the amendment means.

Mr, CHANDLER, There will be no vote taken to-night, I will
aa&y ﬁ:d the Senator, If he will allow the other amendments to be
offered——

Mr, FRYE., Does the Senator from Arkansas find any diffi-
culty in understanding what that means—striking out *‘ twenty”
and inserting ‘‘fifteen?”

Mr. BERRY. I heard the Senator from Maine say in open Sen-
ate that the bill was absolutely perfect.

Mr. FRYE. Itis getting to be very rapidly.

Mr. BERRY. And I have heard him say several times that
more time has been expended on this than on any other bill; that
it has been discussed in all its phases; and since then it has been
changed more than once, ThereforeI will say to him that I would
rather see just what the last change is before we act upon it.

Mr. FRYE. Innocence!

FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN IDAHO,

Mr.SHOUP. Iaskunanimousconsenttocallupthebill (S.5534)
to establish a fish-hatching and fish station in the State of Idaho,
It is a very short bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which
will be read for information.

The Secretary read the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection to the present
congideration of the bill?

Mr., SPOONER. Is this proceeding with the consent of the
Senator from New Hampshire?
b'ﬁh' CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine is in charge of the

ill,

Mr, SPOONER. I did not know.

Mr, CHANDLER. No objection was made when the Senator
from Idaho made the request.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from New Hampshire took charge of
the bill a few moments ago.

Mr. SPOONER. I thought so.
relingquished it?

Mr. CHANDLER.
charge of some one.

Mr. FRYE. Iam always ready fo surrender anything to the
Senator from New Hampshire,

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to the request of the
Senator from Idaho.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded toconsider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $25,000,
or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the establishment of
a fish-cultural station in the State of Idaho, including purchase of
site, construction of buildings and %onds. and equipment,at some
suitable point fo be selected by the United States Commissioner of
Fish and Fisheries.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN INDIANA.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 3353) to establish a fish-hatching and
fish station in the State of Indiana.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Fisheries with an amendment, in line 3 to
strike ont *‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘fifteen;” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, efe,, That the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the establishment of
a fish-cultural station in the State of Indiana, including purchase of site, con-
struction of buildings and pondgbgnd equipment, at some suitable point to
be selected by the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ERIE PRESERVING COMPANY.

Mr. BARD. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the bill (H. R. 10700) to confirm alease with the Seneca
Nation of Indians.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection tothe present
consideration of the bill?

Has the Senator from Maine

It occurred to me that it needed to be in
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Mr. SPOONER. 1 should like to ask the Semator from Cali-
fornia for an explanation of the bill.

Mr. BARD, It is a short bill, reported from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, with a report. I ask that the report may be read
for the explanation.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr, TILLMAN. 1 dislike to obstruct the passage of any bill,
but I want the Senate to adjourn, and I will not allow any more
bills to come up.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to ratify and
.confirm a lease given by Charles Dennis, a Seneca Indian, to the

* Erie Preserving Company, as a site for a manufacturing plant, of
a certain piece of land near the village of Irving, N. Y.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to know about this before I agree
to its passage.

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

Mr. BATE. I hopethe Senator will withdraw the motion for
just & moment, if he pleases, so that a little local matter may be
presented.

Mr. CHANDLER. I can nof withdraw it in favor of any bill
abount which therewill be debate.

Mr. BATE. There will be no debate and no objection.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to know what the bill is,

Mr. BARD. Let the report be read.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the re

Mr. BARD.
matter.

Mr. PETTIGREW.
the Seneca Nation.

rt be read.
The report explains the bill. It is a very simple

I am suspicions of leases with regard to
Generally they have been against the inter-
ests of the Indians,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu-
tive business.

Mr. BATE. The Senator withdraws the motion to let me pre-
sent this bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire withdraw the motion for the purpose of enabling the
Senator {rom Tennessee to present a bill?

Mr, CHANDLER. If the bill presented by the Senator from
California can be dis d of, I will yield.

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the report accompanying the. bill
called up by the Senator from California be read. It is only a
few lines long. I want to know what it is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire consent?

Mr. CHANDLER. I do notconsent to debate upon any bill,

Mr. BATE: There will be no debate,

Mr. TILLMAN. We can take up these bills in the morning
hour.

Mr. BATE. No, we can not.

Mr, TILLMAN. Itis time to adjourn. I movethatthe Senate
do now adjonrn.

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from South Carolina
withdraw that motion so that we can have an executive session?

Mr. TILLMAN. It is time to go to dinner. I move that the
Senate adjourn,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from
South Carolina takes precedence. The question is on agreeing to
the motion that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 52 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January
81, 1901, at 12 o'clock meridian.,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1901,

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
Hexry N, Couprn, D. D
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.,
CONTESTED ELECTION—WALKER VS. RHEA,

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from
the Committee on Elections No. 1 in the case of James A. Walker
vs. William F. Rhea, of Virginia, and ask that it be read for pres-
ent consideration.

The SPEAKER. The report will be read.

The report was read, as follows:

Yourcommittee, to whom was referred the contested-election case of James
A. Walker vs. Willinm F. Rhea, from the Ninth Congressional district of the
Btate of Virginia, report as follows:

At the regular election held in November, 1808, the candidates for Repre-

sentative in Congress received, according to the official returns, the follow-
ing votes:

William | James A. | Thaddeus | 202 | John W.
County. F. Rhea. | 'Walker. | E. Harris. | (WABIM | Yy epeing
Watkins.
Bland =g onay 440 450 |

Brchanan. ........-. b3 530
i PR 450 174
Dickenson 542 578
Giles . 1,130 it
Leo... 1,817 1,160
Pulask 1,108 1,009
Russell.. 1,74 1,346
Scott. . ... 1,975 1,708
Smyth ... 1,412 1,503
Tazewell. . 1,203 2,169
Washingto - 1,960 2,844
W 998 1,120
1,767 1,665
676 - 109
Totalo- oot 17,344 16,505

The population of the district as shown by the census of 1890 was as follows:

County. ‘White. | Colored. | Total.

Bland ._. 4,188 241 4,420
Buchanan b5, 843 24 b, 88T
Craig . 3,086 149 3,835
Dickenson 5, 051 26| 6,007
il 8,253 837 9, 000
Tea ..... 17,02 1,213 | 18,2156
Pulaski . 9, 609 8,120 T80
Russell. 14,023 1,208 | 16,126
Scott.... 20,720 068 | 21,604
1] P G s S S S 12, 156 1,224 | 13,860
Washington ... 23,147 2,064 | 28,111
Bristol (city) 2,068 B4 | 2,002
Tazewell....... 14,582 2,864 | 18,948
1,140 | 2,058
582 0, 845
8,170 | 18,019
20,050 | 186, 758

The printed testimony in the case comprised about 8,000 pages and brought
in vast detail before the committee the evidence relating to the charges of
the contestant and the countercharges of contestee.

The case was most elaborately and ably argued for about two weeks be-
fm';a the committee, and was then considered for many weeks with the great-
B5L care.

The conclusions arrived at as a consequence of the committee’s investiga-
tion is that while the evidence shows that there were frands and irre -
ties practiced. chiefly in the interest of the contestee, thoy fall very far short
of being sufficient to justify a chaunge in the result of the election

_Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it was impos-
gible to hear the conclusion of this report.

Mr. SLAYDEN. We would like to know what resolutions the
committee have adopted. ' y

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the resolutions to be
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

The committee recommend the adoption of the following resolutions:

*Resolved, That James A. Walker was not elected a Representative to the

Fifty-sixth Congress from the Ninth district of Virginia.

*Hesolved, That William F. Bhea was duly e o Representative to the
Fitty-sixth Congress from the Ninth distrft-',t of Virginia, and is entitled to
retain his seat therein.”

Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, my colleague on the com-
mittee, Mr. LixNEY, of North Carolina, desires, as 1 nnderstand
it, to submit the views of the minority. He is not present this
morning, and I do not feel asif I ought to press for the considera-
tion of the resolutions in his absence.

Mr BARTLETT. I1f the gentleman will permit me to say, the
gentleman from North Carolina came into the Hall with myself
about six minutes ago,

Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. I have not been able to find him, al-
though I have made search. Of course, so far as we are con-
cerned, we do not wish to take any action in his absence,

The SPEAKER. Then, without objection, the consideration of
the resolutions will lie over to be called up at another time.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. And in the same connection, Mr,
Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent that the minority of the com-
mittee have the right to file their views within such time as they
may think necessary.

The SPEAKER. Not to interfere with the disposition of the
resolutions of the commnittee?

Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. Not at all.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I would ask if the gentleman
from Ohio has suggested any time within which the views of the
minority may be filed, or does he wish to limit them in that regard?

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I have no wish as to time whatever.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the reguest of the gen-
tleman from Ohio that the minority of the committee have leave
file their views in such time as they think necessary?

to




1901.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

‘1685

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER. The resolution submifted by the committee
will stand over for the present, to be calied up hereafter.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-

‘golve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

Union for the further consideration of the Agricultural appropria-
tion bill.

The motion was agreed to. . -

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair,

The CHATRMAN. The committee will bein order. The Clerk
will read the first paragraph of the amendment offered last even-
ing by the gentleman from New York [Mr. WADsSwoRTH], chair-
man of the committee.

Mr. BARTLETT. Do I understand that this is the proposed
substitute for the portion of the bill which was stricken out?

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first paragraphof
the amendment that was offered, which will be found on page 17901
of the RECORD,

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me say for the information of the
committee that members will find these paragraphs on page 1791
of this morning’s ReEcorn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after line 5. p 14, the fcllow'[n%

**Division of Vegetable Physiology and Pathology (salaries): One patholo-
gist, who shall be chief of division, §2,500; assistant pat.hoéﬁflat. who shall be
il:si?ltné? ﬁief of division, §1,800; assistant pathologist, $1,200; one clerk, §1,000;

all,

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this ufaragmph will be
considered as agreed to as a provision of the bill.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

General expenses of Division of Vegetable ®hysiol and Pathology;
vegetable pathological and physiological investigations: Investigating the
nature of diseases injurious to fruits, fruit trees, grain, cotton, vegetables,
and other useful plants; experimentsin the treatment of the same; thestudy
of plant physiology in relation to crop production and the improvement of
crops by breeding and selection; to investigate the diseases affecting citrus
fruits, pineappies, and truck erops grown during the winter in the Southern
States: toinvestigate and report upon the diseases affecting plants on the
Pacific coast; to originate or introduce improved varieties of fruits and veg-
etables in cooperation with the Section of Seed and Plant Introduction:

* study the reiation of soil and climatic conditions to diseases of plants, partic-
ularly with reference to the California vine ses and the diseases of the
- sugar beet. in cooperation with the Division of Solls, and for other purposes
connected with the discovery and practical application of improved methods
of crop produection; to continue the work o or:gmating. by breeding and
selection, in coo&fmtion with the other divisions of the Department and the
experiment stations, new varietiesof oranges, lemons, and other tropical and
subtropical fruits more resistant to cold and disease, and of better quality;
varieties of wheat and other cereals more resistant to rust and smut and
better suited to the various sections of this country; varieties of cotton more
registant to disease and of longer and better st:‘ﬂge. and varieties of pears
and apples more resistant to blight and better pted for export; the em-
ployment of investigators, 1 and special agents, clerks, assistants, and
student scientific aids at an annual salary of $4580 each, and othér labor re-
quired in eonducting experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere,
and ecollating, digeating, reporting, and illustrating the results of anch experi-
ments: for gas and electric current: purchase of chemicals and apparatus
required in the fleld and laboratory; necessary traveling expenses; the prepa-
ration of reports and illustrations; the rent of a building, not to exceed §1.400
r annum; and for other e ses connected with the practieal work of the
nvestigations. $40,000. In all, for Division of Vegetable Physiology and
Pathology, §165,500.

The CHAIRMAN., Withoutobjection, this amendment will be
considered as agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Division of Pomology (salaries): One pomologist, who shall be Chief of
Division, £2.,500; 1 assistant pomologist, who shall be assistant chief of division,
§1.800; 1 clerk class 3, $1.000; 1 clerk class 1, §1,200; 1 clerk, $1,000; 1 elerk, $840;
in all, $8.940. )

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, this amendment will be
considered as agreed to.

There was no objection,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Brosius having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. CONNINGHAM, one of itsclerks, announced that the Senate had

assed bill of the following title; in which the concurrence of the
ouse was requested:

S. 5326. An act granting a pension to Maggie Alice Brady.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Honses on the amendment of the House of Representa-
tivaes to the bill (8. 3800) granting an increase of pension to Ameri-
cus V. Rice.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments the bill (H. R. 12904) making appropriations for the
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for
fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; in
which the concurrence of the House was requested.

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its
amendment to the bill (H. R. 9928) granting an increase of pen-
sion to H. 8. Reed, alins Daniel Hull, had agreed to the request
for a conference with the House on the bill and amendment, and
had apFointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr, KYLE, and Mr. TURKER as
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment the following resolution:

Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring). That the Preszidentis hereby
requested to return to the House of Representatives the hill (H.'R. i048) en-

titled “A bill to confirm in trust to the city of Albuquerque, in the Territory
of New Mexico, the town of Albugquerque grant, and for other purposes.”

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

TlLe Clerk read as follows:

General expenses. Division of Pomology: pomological investigations: In-
vestigating. collecting, and disseminating information relating to the fruit
industry; the collection and distribution of seeds, shrubs, trees, and speci-
mens; and for collecting and modeling fruits, vegetables, and other plants,
and furnishing duplicate models to the experiment stations of the various
States as far as found practicable; the employment of investigators, local
and special agents, clerks, assistants, student sclentific aids at an annual
salary of $480 each, and other labor required in conducting experiments in
the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, digesting, reporting,
and illustrating the results of such experiments; for traveling and ot%‘:'—r nec-
esgary expenses; to continue the investigations and experiments in the in-
troduction of the culture of European table grapes in the South Atlantic
States, and the study of the diseases that affect them, for the purpose of dis-
covering remedies therefor, this work to be done in ecooperation with the
section of seed and plant introduction; to investigate in cooperation with
the other divisions of the Department and ex periment stations of the several
States the market conditions affecting the fruit trade i the United States
and foreign countries, and the methods of harvesting, packing. storing, and
shipping fruit. and for experimental shipments of fruits to foreign conntries,
for the purpose of increasing the exportation of American fruits, and for all
necessary expenses connected witk the practical work of the same; to inves-
tigate, map, and report upon the commercial fruit districts of the United
States, for the xtmr @ of determining the relative adaptability of the sev-
eral important froits thereto, by a study of the conditions of soil and climate,
and of the prevalence of plant diseases existing therein as related to com-
mercial fruit prodaction, $15.000; in all, for the Division of Pomology, §23,040.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will be
considered as agreed to.

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the chairman of
this committee if the section which has just been read is intended
to cover the investigation of diseases peculiar to all kinds of fruit
trees?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes.

Mr. BARTLETT. My country isvery much interested in peach
culture. This givesauthority to investigate those things peculiar
to that froit, does it?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Under the general power given by this
bill the scientists of the Department have the right and are prac-
tically directed to look after all contagious diseases of fruit frees
and plants throughount the whole country. They are not confined
to one section nor are they confined to one disease. They have
general powers to investigate them all and to find cures for them.

The Clerk read as follows:

Division of Botany (salaries): One botanist, who shall be chief of division, -
£2.500; assistant botanist, whoshall be assistant chief of division, $1,800; assist-
ant botanist, $1.600; assistant botanist, £1.400: 1assistant botanist, $1,200; 3
c-ig;rks. at §1,000 each, $2,000; 1 clerk, $%0; 2 clerks, at $840 each, §1,650; in all,

Mr. CORLISS. Mr, Chairman, I should like to ask the chair-
man of the committee if there are any additions or increases of
service in these respective divisions over the bill of last year?

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is no statutory increase at all in
salaries. There is some increase in the lump sum of theappropri-
ation. What item does the gentleman refer to?

Mr, CORLISS, What item has been increased?

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman will seethat statedin the
report. The increases are for vegetable pathological physiolog-
ical investigations, $12,000; for botanical investigations and ex-
periments, $10.000; for pomological investigations, §3,500.

Mr. CORLISS. Are those the only increases you have made in
these divisions?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes.

Mr. CORLISS. And yon have restored the divisions to the con-
dition in which they were befcre?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Exactly.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment as read
will be considered as agreed to.

There was no objection,

The Clerk read as follows:

General expenses of Division of Botany; botanical investigations and ex-
periments: Investigations relst'iaggstn medicinal, poisonous, fiber, and other
economic plants, seeds, and w ; the collection of plants, traveling ex-
pensed, and express charges: the purchase of paper and all other necessary
supplies, materials, and apparatus; for gas and electric current; for the em-
ployment of investigators, local and special agents, clerks, tants, and
student scientifin aids at an annual aalgw::y of $480 each, and other labor in
conduatmgiexpeﬁmenta in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in -

collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the resuits of such experi-
ments; subseriptions to and purchase of botanical publications for use in the
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division; and the Ere ration, illustration, and publication of reports; and
the Becretary of culture is hereby authorized to purchase samples of
s in open market, test same, and when found not up to standard he may,

at his discretion, publish the results of such of these tests, together with the
names of the seedsmen by whom the seeds were sold; to investigate and pub-
lish reports upon the useful plants and plant cultures of the tropical terri-
tory of the United States, and to investigate, report upon, and introduce
other plants promising to be valuable for the tropical territory of the United
States, such plants and botanical and agricultural information when secured
to be made available for the work of agricultural experiment stations and
schools; to investigate the varieties of wheat and other cereals grown in the
United States or suitable for introduction, in order to standardize the nam-
ing of varieties as a basis for the experimental work of the State experiment
stations and as an assistance in commercial grading, and to investigate, in
cooperation with the Bureau of Chemistry, the causes of deterioration of ex-
rt grain, particularly in oceanic transit, and devise means of preventing

psses from those causes, $40,000; in all, for Division of Botany, 853,080,

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, thisamendment will be
considered as agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Division of Alimatalugy (salaries): One agrostologist, who shall be chief of
division, £2,500; 1 assistant chief, §1,800; 1 assistant, $1,500; 1 assistant, §1,400;
1 histologist, $900; in all, $8,100.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will be
congidered as agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

General expenses, Division of A;iroatologly; grass and forage plant it_zvnsti-
gations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to condnet investigations of
grasses, forage plants, and animal foods in cooperation with other divisions of
the Department; to collect and purchase seeds, roots, and specimens of valu-
able economic grasses and forage plants for investigation, experimental enl-
tivation, and distribution, and for experiments and reports upon the best
methods of extirpating J ohnson and other noxious and destructive grasses;
to purchase tools, materials, apparatus, and su{apl.les: to pay freight, express
charges, and traveling expenses; for the employment of local and special
agents, clerks, assistants, and scientific student aids at an annual salary of
$480 each, and other labor required in condneting experiments in the city of
Washington and elsewhere; to prepare drawings and illustrations for circu-
lars, reports, and bulletins; and the agricultural ex%e;riment stations are
hereby authorized and directed to cooperate with the SBecretary of Agricul-
ture in establishing and nmintaining experimental grass stations, for deter-
mining the best methods of caring for and improving meadows and grazing
lands, the use of different grasses and forage plants, and their adaptability
to various soils and climates, the best native and foreign species for reclaim-
ing overstocked ranges and pastures, for renovating worn-out lands, for
binding drifting sands and washed lands, and for turfing lawns and pleasure
grounds, and for solving the various forage dproblems presented in the sev-
eral sections of our muntrg. £20,000: Provided, That $6,000 of the amount
hereby appropriated be used to purchase and collect seeds, roots, and speci-
mens of valuable and economic grasses and for:\ﬁe ﬂunts, to be distributed
to the various experiment stations in the seve: States and Territories, to
be by them used, under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, to as-
certain their adaptability to the various soils and climates of the United
States: And provided further, That not more than $6,000 of the amount hereby
appropriated shall be expended for salariesin the city of Washington, D. C.;

ovided, That $5,000 of this sum, or such part thereof as the Becretary of
Agriculture may deem necessary, to be immediately available; in all, for the
Division of Agrostology, $28,100.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amendment will be
considered as agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Division of Forestry (salaries): One forester, who shall be chief of divi-
sion, $2,500; 1 superintendent of wnrkinlg plans, who shall be assistant chief of

division, §1,800; 1 clerk class 2, $1,400; 1 clerk class 1, $1,200; 1 clerk, $900; 1
clerk, §720; in all, $8,520. . 2

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will be
considered as agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

General expenses, Division of Forestry: To enable the Secretary of Agri-
culture to experiment and to make and continue investigations and report
on forestry, forest reserves, forest fires, and lnmbering; to advise the owners
of woodlands as to the proper care of the same; to seek, through investiga-
tions and the planting of native and foreign s?ecies. suitable trees for the
treeless regions; to collect and distribute valuable economic forest-tree seeds
and plants; for the employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants,
and other labor required in conducting experiments and investigations in
the city of Washingron and elsewhere, and for collating, digesting, report-
ing, illustrating, and printing the results of such experiments and investiga-
tions; for the purchase of all necessary supplies, apparatus, and office fixtures;
for freight and express charges, and traveling expenses, $179,000, of which
sum 1ot to exceed §2,000 may be used for the payment of rent, In all,for the
Division of Forestry, £187,520.

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the
committee what is the necessity of devolving the duty nupon the
Agricultural Department of investigating forest fires when we
already have that subject, if not fully, at least in part, considered
and regulated by the Interior Department?

Mr. WADSWORTH. That not only refers to the forest re-
serves, but to forests generally.

Mr. KING. Is the other not included in their work?

Mr, WADSWORTH. There is some duplication of work in
them, as I stated to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
MOOQY] . and undounbtedly these two divisions’ work ought to be
combined under one head, I will say to the gentleman from Utah
that both Secretaries are in favor of forming one bureau, and that

was intended in the legislation that the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania struck out on a point of order.

Mr. KING. It is very unfortunate that that union counld not
have been effected, because it is evident, in view of the fact that
most of the forests are now found upon the public lands, within
the forest reserves, that if they are cared for at all they ought to
be cared for by one Department; and the Agricultural Depart-
ment, in attempting to prevent forest fires, must of necessity have
to do with the forest reserves, which is a clear duplication of
labor. It seems to me very unfortunate that there could not have
been such legislation as the gentleman suggested.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ithink so myself. I will say to the gen-
tleman I am heartily in favor of it.

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I think this provision in the bill is an entiml%proper one.
I do not agree with the view of the gentleman from Utah that all
of the expenditures in connection with forest reserves should be
carried in one bill, and all forest-reserve work be under the con-
trol of one Department of the Governmenf. I certainly can not
agree with the view that the Department of Agriculture should
have full charge of and supervision over the forest reserves. I do
believe, however, that certain classes of work and investigation
relatin%lto forests, in forest reserves as well as on the public do-
main, should be under the direction of the Department of Agri-
culture. Hence 1 favor this appropriation.

For the present, at least, the management and control of forest
reserves must remain with the Department of the Interior, for in
the first instance the lands embraced in forest reserves are prin-
cipally public lands, and a great proportion of the questions of
management and control of the reserves are directly or indirectly
public-land questions. The forest reserves are open to explora-
tion and entry under the mining laws. Settlers within the boun-
daries of forest reserves are entitled to lieu lands for the lands
they own or claim within the reserves at the time they are estab-
lished. The right to the use of timber growing on the forest
reserves is granted to settlers residing in the vicinity, under cer-
tainconditions. Manifestly the settlement of the question arising
under these conditions and provisions of law properly belongs
with the Department of the Interior, the Department which has
to do with the public lands, and has a thoroughly trained and
equipped force to handle the legal and administrative questions
which are constantly arising thereunder.

On the other hand, the Department of Agricultureis the proper
branch of the Government service to take up and carry on the
study, investigation, and demonstration of the questionsrelating
to forest growth and the reforestization of denuded areas both
within and without the forest reserves.

Each Department carries on its own proper work withount con-
flicting with or duplicating the work of the other. There need be
no conflict between the two Departments, In fact,I understand
there is none, for I understand there is a full understanding be-
tween the two Departments as to the sphere of each and cordial
cooperation in mutual effort.

Some time in the future, when the purely public land and legal
questions are largely eliminated from the reserves, it may be pos-
sible to merge the management of the reserves and the study and
investigations relating to them under one Department. For the
present this is impracticable. The Interior Department should
continue the management and policing of the reserves, the Ag-
ricultural Department investigating and advising on questions of
forestry promotion, protection, and extension,

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend—I have not
the paper before me and can not give the line—by striking out
“‘one hundred,” leaving the appropriation $87,000. I find by an
examination of the last act——

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman will suspend until the Clerk
reports the amendment.

he Clerk read as follows:

ét%u out the words “one hundred;" so that the appropriation shall read
L "“’ o .H

Mr. CORLISS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do that for this reason:
I find in the last appropriation bill that the entire appropriation
for this branch of the service was only $80,000—on page 8—

Mr. WADSWORTH. Eighty-eight thousand.

Mr. CORLISS. Eighty-eight thousand it is. Now, this one di-
vision has increased $100,000 in a lump sum for forestry investi-
gation. Isubmit that argument is not necessary. There can be
no possible demand in that division for an increase of $100,000 in
one year, I ask for a vote.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr, Chairman, no country in the whole
world has taken up the study of forestry or, if I may use the term,
the rehabilitation of its forest lands until it was threatened with
the exhaustion of the lumber and wood surillpl . This country has
reached that point now, and the work of t e{“orestry Division is

undoubtedly most important to the lumber and wood interests
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of this country. Iwill read now what the Secretary of Agricul-
ture says on that subject in his own language:
THE DEMANDS UPON THE DIVISION.

The insistent demand for the services of the Division of Forestry 18 the
most conspicuous fact to be noted here, and the inability of the forester,
through lack of resources, to meet these demands is perhaps the most seri-
ous of all hindrances to the progress of practical forestry in this country.
Public interest in forest matters is just now not only keener and wider than
at any time heretofore, but it is growing with a rapidity altogether without
precedent. Tofail to use this uneqnaled opportunity for the protection and
Fr&servnt.ion of our forests would, I believe, be of the nature of a real mis-

uane.

(v} u

Until the past year the requests which came to this Department for work-
ing plans originated altogether from private sources, and they were, asI have
sagd. far more numerous than the resources of the Division of Forestry conld
meet. During the past gear not only have the requests from private owners
of forest lands continued in undiminished number, but the work of the divi-
sion in this direction has recognized by official requests, covering enor-
mous areas of forestland. The most important of these came from the See-
retary of the Interior, in the form of an application for working plans for
the whole area of the national forest reserves. This first step toward the in-
troduction of the principles of forestry on Government forest land was
heartily seconded by this Department, and in spite of the fact that the De-

rtinent of the Interior was unable to any share of the ax&)ensea. pre-

inary examinations of several reserves were undertaken, and the prepa-

ration of a working ¥lan for the Black Hills Forest Reserve was begun in the
very early spring. This working plan was pushed forward vigorously dur-
ing the snummer, completed as toﬁald work in the late antumn, and will
entirely finished during the coming winter. It will give complete and ex-
plicit directions for the harvesting of the forest qrogein the Black Hills in
such a way as to perpetuate the nupp1¥ of native timber, without which the
enormous mining interests of this section must suffer most severely.

The estimate from the Secretary of Agriculture has been granted
by the Committee on Agriculture.

Mr. PEARSON. I would like to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee if he would not be willing to incorporate just there the
Secre s letter to the President in regard to the southern Appa-
lachian Forest Reserve? It is directly in point and in support of
the gentleman’s argument.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have not seen it.

Mr. PEARSON. It has not been published, but it is a valuable
contribution to the literature on the subject.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Have you the lefter?

o Mr. PEARSON. Yes, I have; and I will furnish it to the gen-
eman.

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the gentleman will pass it to me, I will
glance over it and then ask unanimous consent that it may be

printed.
2 Mr, PEARSON. Very well. I only want it to go into the
ECORD,
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Michigan.
The question was taken:; and the amendment was rejected.
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered
by the committee will be considered as agreed tfo.
There was no objection.
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows:

Division of Chemistry (salaries): One chemist, who shall be Chief of Divi-
sion, §2,500; 1 assistant chemist, who shall be assistant chief of division, §1,800;
1 assistant chemist, §1,600; 1 clerk class 1, §1,200; in all, §7,100.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows:

General expenses, Division of Che‘mistrﬁ Chemiecal apparatus, chemicals,
laboratory fixtures and sup}lhe& repairs erngine and apparatus; %'lma and
electric eurrent, purchase of supplies and necessary expenses in conducting
special investigations, including necessary travel n% and other expenses,
labor and expert work in such investigations, in the city of Washington and
elsewhere, and in collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results
of such experiments; for the employment of additional assistant chemists,
when necessary, and for employment of not to exceed four laborers in Divi-
gion of Chemistry, when necessary.

The CHATIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
agreed to.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows:

To investigate the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquors, when deemed
by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable; and the Becretary eunl-
ture, whenever he has reason to believe that articles are being imported from
foreign countries which are dangerous to the health of the people of the
United States, shall make a request upon the Secretary of the Treasury for
samples from original packages of such articles for inspection and analysis;
and the Secretary of the Treasurty is hereby authorized to open such original
packages and deliver specimens to the SBecretary of Agriculture for the pur-
pose mentioned, giving notice to the owner or consignee of sucharticles, who
may be present and have the right to introduce testimony; and the Becre-
tary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee of any such goods
which the Secretary of Agriculture reports to have been inspected and
analyzed and found to be gerous to health.

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows:

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the character of pro-
sed food preservatives and coloring matters, to determine their relation to
igestion and to health, and to estab the grinciplos which should guide
their use; to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the charac-
ter of the chemical and r.ul:ua'n.ical~ tests which are a);gllied to American food
products in foreign countries, and to inspect before pment, when desired

by the shippers or owners of these food a:roduchs American food products
intended for countries where chemical an ‘physica‘l tests are required before
said food products are allowed to be sold in the countries mentioned, and for
all necessary expenses connected with such inspection and studies of meth-
ods of analysis in foreign countries; for the preparation of reports, the pur-
chase of apparatus, chemicals, samples, and supplies required in conducting
such investigations, the employment of local and special agents, clerks, as-
sistants, and other labor required in conducting such experiments in the city
of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, di ing, reporting, and illus-
trating the results of such experiments; for freight and expre rges, and
for traveling and other necessary expenses, §4, of which sum $2,500 may
m useéia ],ﬁéﬁothe rent of a laboratory building; in all, for the Division of Chem-
TV, 351,000,

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows:

Division of Soils (salaries): One chief, §.500; 1 assistant chief, $1,800; 1
assistant, £1,000; 1 clerk, §1,000; in all, $6,500.
General expenses, Division of Soils: Investigation of the relation of soils
to climate and organie life; for the investigation of the texture and composi-
tion of soils in the field and laboratory; for the investigation of the cause
and prevention of the rise of alkali in the soils of the irrigated districts;
the investigation of the relation of soils to drainage and seepage waters, and
of methods for the prevention of the accumulation of and injury from seep-
l}fe waters in irrigated districts; to map the soils of the United States:
covided, That when 50 per cent of the arable soil of any State or Territo
in which the work has been done shall have n mapped, no further wor
is to be done in that State or Territory till the same percentage of soil map-
Ffmf shall have been accomplished in the other States and Territories of the
nited States: Provided further, ki , That not less than one fleld season’s
work of one fleld force shall be done in any State or Territory before leaving
that State or Territory; to investigate the soils and conditions of growth in
Cuba, Sumatra, and other competing countries; toinvestigate, in cooperation
with the Division of Botany, the methods of curing, with particular reference
to fermentation; to originate, through selection and breeding, improved vari-
eties for the principle tobacco district of the United States, and to secure, as
far as may be, a change in the methods of supplying tobacco to foreign coun-
tries; the loeation of the stations, rent of buildings, not to exceed §1,400 per
annum, for office and laboratory purposes: the employment of local and
special agents. clerks, assistants, and other labor required in conducting ex-
}:verimants in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, digest-
ng, reporting, and illustrating the resnlts of such experiments: the prepa-
ration of drawings and illustrations; for materials, tools, instruments, appa-
ratus, gas and electric current, supglies, and for traveling expenses, freight
and eﬁpress charges; to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue and
extend the survey and mapping of agricultural lands, and for all necessary
expenses connected with the survey; preparation and printing of reports
and illustrations; employment of local and ial agents, clerks, assistants,
and other labor required, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, in collect-
ing, collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the resnlts of such sur-
veys; n-alfht and express charges, and for traveling and other necessary ex-
Enses, §91,000, 10,000 of which shall be immediately available; in all, for the
vision of SBoils, $97.300. “

Mr, WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I told the House yester-
day that there was no new legislation in these paragraphs. I find
on reexamination that we inserted the wrong paragraph, and I
desire to offer a substitute for this one.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Soil investigations: Investigation of the relation of socils to climate and
organie life; for the investigation of the texture and composition of soils in
the field and laboratory; for the investigation of the cause and prevention of
the rise of alkali in the soils of the irrigated districts; theinvestigation of the
relation of soils to drainage and seepage waters, and of methods for the pre-
vention of the accumulation of and injury from seepage waters in irrigated
districts; to map the tobacco soils o o United States; to investigate the
soils and conditions of growth in Cuba, Sumatra, and other competing coun-
tries; to investigate the methods of curing, with particular reference to fer-
mentation; to originate, through selection and bresding, improved varietiea
of the principal tobacco districts of the United States, and to secure, as far
as may be, a change in the methods of supplying tobaceo to foreign countries;
the location of the stations, and the rent of a building, not to exceed $600 per
annum, for office and laboratory purposes; the amp;}ggment of local and spe-
cial agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor requi in conducting experi-
ments in the cilj:jv1 of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, digesting,
reporting, and illustrating the results of such experiments; the preparation
of drawings and illustrations; for materials, tools, instruments, apparatus
gas and electric current, supplies, and for traveling expenses, freight and
express charges, $25.000, of which sum §10,000, or so much thereof as may be
ne . may be expended by the Secretary of Agriculture for the purpose
of demonstrating the practical value of underdrainage and other methl;?s of
reclaiming alkali lands. :

Mr. WADSWORTH. This substitnte is an exact copy of the
bill of last year.
Mr. CORLISS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it is
the same appropriation as was carried last year?
M{: W. WORTH. The exact figures of last year’s appro-
riation.
Mr, CORLISS. And the gentleman offers it as a substitute?
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands it.
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment as
amended will be agreed to.
There was no objection.
Mr, KING. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the chairman of the
committee whether the original recommendation of the committee
this year did not carry ninety-odd thousand dollars for soil sur-

veys?

ﬁr. WADSWORTH. It did; but that involved some legisla-
tion, and upon a point of order by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania Elr. oN] the whole item was sfricken out.

Mr. KING. Was the whole of the ninety-odd thousand dollars
for soil survey?
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Mr, WADSWORTH. It was for the work of the division of
soils. The larger portion of it would have gone for soil surveys.

Mr. KING. With the adoption of the amendment which the

ntleman has just offered, does that reduce the amount devoted

o the survey of soils?

Mr, WADSWORTH. It does; it gives the same amount we
had last year in the bill, and the paragraph has the same legisla-
tion as the paragraph of last year.

[Mr. KING addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Ordinarily I am in favor of economy and opposed to large
appropriations; but it is to me a singular thing that every other
class of citizens in this broad Union of ours can come to this House
and get whatever they want in the way of appropriation, but alas,
as soon as an appropriation is asked for the benefit of the farming
class men arise all over this House and with one accord begin to
plead constitutional limits., 1If is all right as long as a manufac-
turer wants anything; it is all right as long as trusts and great
combinations want anything, or any other class of citizens; but
as soon as a small pittance is asked for the benefit of the agricul-
tural industry, why, great, biE, bushy-headed statesmen arise all
over this Hall and look wise like owls, and say: ‘‘1t is unconstitu-
tional.” [Laughter.] And so it goes. Why, it does not make
any difference if you do discriminate in favor of the agricultural
industry of this great nation, because upon the prosperity of that
industry depends the prosperity of all others.

No nation can be prosperous aslong as the agricultural industry
is lagging. The farmersare the foundation stone of all prosperity
and all happiness and of all greatness. They pay the debts. They
pay 80 per centof the enormous amount of taxes which this Hounse
places upon the country? They Tarnish the men to fight your bat-
tles; they furnish that which feeds and clothes your soldiers while
they are protecting your homes; and they should be entitled to
some consideration. They pay all your debts, fignratively speak-
ing, of all kinds. Look at the farmer as he goes along, day after
day, upon his farm. Talk about the heroes of Thermopyle, of
Marathon and Salamis; talk about the heroism of Wellington and
Napoleon and others! When you come to compare them with the
heroism of the one-horse farmer, as he goes on from year to year
upon his farm, working with tools upon which he pays 75 per cent
tariff, and paying tribute toall classes, he is the hero of this great
nation Iglapplausa]: and at the end of the year where do you find
him? He has not made tongueand bucklemeet. He pays all the
bills. He goes to the lawyer to pay his fee, and when he goes in
the lawyer, of course, will put his hands in his vest and say, ** Come
in. You arethe sturdy yeomanry; you are the bone and sinew of
thiscountry; I willtake your fee.” At thesametimesaying,** You
are the foundation stone and everything,” and all the time he is
pushing hismoney down into his pocket. Then the farmer goesto
the doctor and says, ‘‘1have come to pay your bill.” The doctor
says, ** Well, this has been ahard year. It hasbeendry. You are
the bone and sinew of the country,” and all the time he is putting
the money down in his pocket while sympathizing with him, The
farmer goes to the school-teacher and then he goes to the merchant
and pays his bills, and they are all the time saying that he is the
bone and sinew of the country, but all the time they are pushing
his money down in their kets, Lastly, he goes to the good old
minister, and the good old brother says, ** Conie in, Deacon, I am
glad to see yon.” Hegoes in and pays his pastor’'s salary, and the
good old brother, as he pushes it down in his pocket says, ** Yon
are the bone and sinew of the country. We hope times will be
better next year, If you do not get your reward now, brother,
you will surely get it in the sweet by and by.” [Laughter.]
And so it goes ad infipitum,

I think we onght to have some consideration for this class of
citizens, and I am tired of hearing these constitutional objections
from these great, big, bushy-headed statesmen. [Laughter.]
Whenever there is any fighting to be done, the farmer fights your
battles. When the days of riot come in the great cities, when
trouble hangs over the land, where do they go except down into
the quiet home farms to get men to stop these things? It is there
we find that sturdy yeomanry whose virtue and conservatism al-
ways correct the vice and corruption so often found in thickly
settled and congested city populations.

Long years ago, in the days of 76, when the flag of revolt was
flung to the breeze against the black-hearted despotism of Great
Britain, where did they go to get a man to lead us out of that?
‘Where did they turn their eyes? Down npon a farm, in his quiet
home on the Potomac, they got George Washington, and he saved
his conunfry and gave us our present independence. It was done
by the farmers, and I want to say that I hope this howling will
stop, and not only let us this appropriation, but double the
amount for bulletins, double the amount for seed [loud applause]
and for everything else, and show at once that House appre-
ciates the support of the farmers, who have the burdens of this

applause.

hope that amendments will be offered to double the amount for
bulletins and seed, and that they will pass, in justice to the class
I have thus mentioned. [Applause.]

[Mr. GLYNN addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr, PEARSON, Mr, Chairman, I have here the letter referred
to a moment ago in my colloguy with the chairman of the coramit-
tee. The gentleman from New York consents that it goinasa
part of my remarks, instead of a part of his remarks; and I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in that way.

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that the letter appear as a part of his remarks,
Is there objection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none,

The letter is as follows:

To the Senate and House of Representalives:

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a letter from
the Becretary of Agriculture, in which he presents a preliminary report of
invostiistionaupon the forests of the Southern Appalachian Mountain region.
Upon the basis of the facts established by
Agriculture recommends the purchase of land for a national forest reserve

in western North Carolina, eastern Tennessea, and adjacent States. I com-
mend to the favorable consideration of the Congress the reasons upen which

this recommendation rests.
WILLIAM McKINLEY.

conntry nton their shoulders and are willing to carry it. [Great

ExEcuTIivE MANSION, Jonuary 16, 1901,

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
ngcnt OF Bug S:?‘ORETARY.
ington, D, C., January 3, 1901,
The PRESIDENT: i o

The bill making appropriations for the Department of Agrienlture for the
fiscal year ending _ﬁ:]:ae 40, 1001, provides that a ‘“‘sum not to exceed £,000
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, be used to investigate
the forest conditions in the Southern Appalachian Mountain on of west-
ern North Carolina and adjacent States.”” Inaccordance with this provision
I have made a thorough investigation of the forests in a portion of the South-
ern Appalachian Mountains, as directed above, including an estimate of the
amount and condition of the standing timber, an inquiry as to the suitability
of this region for a national park, as proposed by the Appalachian National
Park Association, and an examination of the validity of ther v
by its advocates for the creation of such a park. In this task I have received
Eenerons and effective cooperation and assistance, through the United States
Geological Survey, from the Department of the Interior, which recognized
in this way the deep and widely diffused public interest in the plan.

The forest investigation was made to include a study of the racter and
distribution of the species of timber trees, the density and value of forest
growth, the extent to which the timber has been cut or damaged by fire, the
size nnd nature of the present holdings, the prices at which these forest lands
can now be purchased, and the general and special conditions that affect the
prosecution of conservative forestry on a large scale.

The hydrographic survey of the region, conducted by the United States
Geological Survey, includes a general study of its topographic features; of
the relation of the soils, forest cover, and rainfall; of the quantity of water
flowing out of it through the various streams duantF different seasons, and
of the influence exer on the regularity of this flow by forest clearings.
More than 750 stream measurements have already been made, and much ad-
ditional data of special value has been secured.

In addition to these investigations, I have given thorough attention to the
arguments advanced by the movers for the proposed park and to those of
their opponents, and, as a resalt, [ am strongly of opinion that this matter
is worthy of careful consideration.

I have the honor to transmit herewith a mounted original copy of a ].n.{ga
ma.g. which shows in detail the mapping of forests accompiishegy(.lurin o
past summer over an area of nearly 8,000 square miles. A full report 05 the
work and of its results is now in preparation and will be submitted for your
consideration at an early date. The following prelimi statement is
made to bring before you without delay a summar{ of the gacta, sufficient
to set forth clearly the principal features of the region and the Flan.

The movement for the purchase and control of a large area of forest land
in the Hast by the Government has chiefly contemplated a national park.
The idea of a national fuu-k is conservation, not use; that of a forest reserv
conservation by use. 1have therefore torécommend a forest reserve i
of a ]iark. It is fully shown by the investigation that such a reserve wonld
g ser t-au]taporting from the sale of timber under wisely directed conserva-

ve forestry.

Extensive areas of hard-wood forests, within the region colored on the
accompanying map, are still in their mitive condition, and these are
among the very best and richest hard-wood forests of the United States.
The region in general is better adapted for forestry than for agricultural
purposes. It is located about the head waters of numerous streams, such as
the Ohio, Tennessee, Savannah, Yadkin, and Roancke, which are important
both for water.power and for navigation. The gﬁnerai conditions within the
region are exceptionally favorable for the carrying on of large operations in
practical forestry, and the weather is suitable for lumbering operations at
all seasons of the year. It contains a greater variety of hard-wood trees
than any other region of the United States, since the northern and sonthern
species here meet. It is a region of exceptional beauti' and picturesquen
and although it would not be easily accessible to visitors in all gar ab
seasons of the year, by far the greater portion of its area would be easily
reached and climatically pleasant throughout the year.

It contains within the forest-covered areas no large settlements or large
mining opérations which would interfere with the management of such a
forest reserve, and yet there is a eufficient population for the working and
protection of the forests. Large lumber companies are rapidly invading the
region, and the early destruction of the more valuable r is imminent.
Lands in this region suitable for such a forest reserve are now generally held
u large bodies of from 50,000 to 100,000 acres, and they can be purchased at
prices ranging from $2 to §5 per acre. It is probable that the average price
would not exceed $3 per acre. In explanation of the widespread and nrgent
demand for the establishment in this southern Appalachian region of & na-
tional park or forest reserve, it may be added that it contains the highest
and largest mountain masses and perhaps the wildest and most plctnras?ua
scen east of the Mississippi River; that it is a region of perfect heal -
ness, already largely used as n health resort both summer and winter, and

that 1t lies within little more than a day’s travel of the larger portion of the
population of this country.

this investigation the Secretary of
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; The rapid consumption of our timber supnlies, the extensive destroction

of our forests fire, and the resulting increase in the larity of the
flow of water in important streams have served todevelop among the people
of this country an interest in forest problems which is one of the marked
features of the close of the century. In response tothis growing interest the
Government has set aside in the Western forest reserves an area of more

than 70,000 square miles. There is not a single Government forest reservo in
the East.

I have the honor to be, very respectfully,
ool ¥ YAMES WILSON, Secretary.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment as amended. : :
The question was taken and the amendment was rejected.

The (lJHA[RMAN . Without objection, the amendment of the
committee will be considered as agreed to.

There was no objection,

The Clerk read as follows:

Experimental gardens and grounds (salaries): Onesuperintendent, §2.500;
1 clarg?claas 1, $1.200; in all, $3,700.

General expenses of experimental gardens and grounds, Department of
Agriculture: Cultivation and care of experimental gardens and grounds, in-
cluding the keep of lawns, trees, ways, and walks; management and
maintenance of tLo conservatories, greenhonses, and plant and fruit propa-
gating houses: employment of {oremen, gardeners, laborers, carpenters,

nters, plumbers, and other mechanies; machinery, tools, wagons, carts,

rses, harness. plows, lawn mowers, sprinklers, hose, waterin , tubs,
pots, and other implements required in cultivation: lumber, hardware, Elass
paints, tin, stone, gravel, and other material required for repairs; fertilizers,
insecticide apparatus, and chemicals; blacksmithing, horseshoeing, and re-
pairs toimplements and machinery; seeds, plants, and bulbs for propagating
purposes; Etbela. potting and packing materials, feed for horses, freight and
expreas charges, repairing roadways and w: and for electric lfght.ing.
£20,000; in all, for experimental gardens and grounds, §23,700.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Division of Entomology (m]nries}: One entomologist, who shall be chief of
division, $3,000; 1 assistant entomologist, who be assistant chief of di-
vision, £.000; 1 assistant entomologist or clerk, §1,000; 1 assistant entomola-
gist or clerk, 81,400;  assistant entomologists or clerks, at $1,200 each, $2,400;
1 clerk, §1,000; in all, $11,400,

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I will have to make a point of
order on that %gragraph. g

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, yesterday the increase
of salaries of all scientists was stricken out on a point of order.
There were two scientific divisions not included in that; and I
think it is only fair that those salaries should be also reduced so
that all be ona par. I therefore move toamend in line 2, by strik-
ing out the words ‘ three thousand” and inserting the words
“twenty-five hundred dollars.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 2 page 28, strike out “three thousand' and insert “‘twenty-five
hundred.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Also, on line 4, strike ont ‘‘two thou-
sand ” and insert ** eighteen hundred.”

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 4 strike out ** two thousand ™ and insert * eighteen hundred.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. WADSWORTH. And in line 9 make an alteration in the
total, from * eleven thousand four hundred” to ‘“ten thousand
geven hundred.”

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 9 strike out *“eleven and insert *‘ten,” and same line strike out
*“four " and insert ** seven.”

The amendment was ed to.

Mr. FITZGERALD 0% Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask
the adoption of the amendment which the Clerk will read,

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after the word * country," in line 11, page 29, the following:

“And $2,000 for a thorough investigation into the ravages of tge sy
moth in the State of Massachusetts, with a view to ascertaining the best
remedial measures to be adopted for that section of the country.*

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. A point of order against that.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think it is subject to the point
of order. I have noobjection to that amendment, Mr. Chairman,
but that subject-matter has been gone thoroughly over for three
or four years by the State of Massachusetts trying to exterminate
these moths; and the last information 1 had from the Department
was that the scientists of Massachusetts were deing all they
could to exterminate them, and that is all this Department knew
about them,

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I desire to say, Mr.
Chairman, that the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has spent a
great deal of money in endeavoring to destroy this moth, 1 be-
lieve that during the past five years that State has spent nearl%a.
million dollars. Last year the stoppage of this appropriation by
the State of Massachusetts arose from the fact that the State had
spent so much without substantial results that a halt should be
made for a while.

. _Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The State of Massachusetts has
abandoned the work,

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Now, the gentleman
from Connecticut, who has just made the statement that the
State of Massachusetts abandoned it, knows, as a New England
man, that this pest has committed great ravages in the State of
Massachusetts, and there is great danger that this pest will get
into the other States; and inasmuch as this present bill anthorizes
an appropriation of six or eight thousand dollars for investigations
into the best method of eradicating in the Southern States the
cotton-boll weevil, with a view to its extermination, and also an
appropriation to investigate the ravages of the codling moth, in
the Northwest, it seems to me that this appropriation to investi-
gate into the best method of eradicating the gypsy moth ought to
be inserted at this place in the bill.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the
point of order is not being discussed.

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order was not made.

Mr. HILL. The point of order was made by my colleague, Mr.
HEexNRY.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I withhold the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut reserves
the poinf of order.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The State of Massachusetts, after
expending for a long series of years a very large amount of money,
aggregating more than a million dollars, has now alandoned this*
work, and is now asking the Government of the United States
to take up the work with a pittance, an entering wedge—askin
3.3 to take up the burden that the State of Massachusetts has lai

own.

Mr. KING. Isit confined to Massachusetts?

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Yes; to the State of Massachu-

setts.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. My, Chairman, I wonld
like to say to the House that the State of Massachusetts has not
entirely abandoned the work of driving out this pest. A large
number of the people of that State feel that the United States
Government should cooperate with the State in driving ont this
pest. and my colleague, Mr, THAYER, introduced a bill last yvear
calling for an appropriation on the part of the National Govern-
ment for this purpose. Now, this pest, as the gentleman from
(Jonnecticut indicated a moment ago, was very dangerous and de-
structive, and the State of Massachusetts has expended more than
a million of dollars in five years in trying to eradicate it: and in-
asmuch as this bill provides legislation in this very section, appro-
priating money from the Treasury of the United States to investi-
gate similar pests in different sections of the conntry, I can not
see any injustice in asking Congress for an appropriation to in-
vestigate and find out just what is the best means of exterminating
this pest.

Mr. GAINES. What is the name of the %aat?

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusettts. The gypsy moth,

Mr. WHEELER. Whynot extend it to bedbugs? [Laughter,]

Mr. GAINES. Yes; and humbugs. [Langhter.] -

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. If that were the case, I
am afraid the Government wounld commence right in this Cham-
ber. [Laughter.]

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Is it not true that the publie
sentiment of Massachusetts is in favor of abandoning this work—
that they have accomplished no good? There has been an im-
mense expenditure of money without attaining any result in their
exter(:i:mnatlon. I think I must insist, Mr, Chairman, on the point
of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I wish to say that the
gentleman from Connecticut is entirely mistaken if he thinks the
sentiment in Massachusetts is against the effort to eradicate the
pest. It was simply on account of the immense amount of money
that has been expended. The Commonwealth of Massachusetts
has expended $200,000 or more each year for five years ormore to
eradicate this pest. It certainly seems that when a paltry $2,000
is asked for to investigate the subject it ought to be granted.
Does the Chair decide in favor of the point of order?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut in-
gist on his point of order?

Mr. RY of Connecticut. Ido.

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. ill not the Chair
allow something to be said on the point of order? This amend-
ment is along the samne line as the appropriation in this same
paragraph. AsI understand this matter, the appro?riaﬁon called
for, beginning on line 2 and ending on line 11, is of the same na-
ture, and therefore if this amendment is onf of order the whole
paragraph is out of order. I make the point of order, beginning
on line 2 and ending on line 11,

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is too late. The para-
graph has been discussed by the gentleman from Massachusetts.

r. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Then I respectfully
submit to the Chair that the point of order made by the gentleman
from Connecticut came too late.
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The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Connecticut stated
that he reserved the point of order on conclusion of the reading
of the para%rﬂ. h, which he had a right to do.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I think the REecorp
will show, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman did not make his
point of order until after debate had proceeded on the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

. The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
OWS:
Total for Division of Entomology, $36,900.

Mr, WADSWORTH. Mr, Chairman, I move to amend thatby
striking out, in line 13, the word ‘*nine ” and inserting * two.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 13 strike out **nine™ and insert ** two.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
lows:

Division of Biological Survey, salaries: One biologist, who shall be chief of
division, $3,000; 1 assistant bio oigist. who shall be assistant chief of division,
£2,000; 2 assistant biologists, at $1,500 each, §3.000; 1 assistant hio_loglst,'?‘l.gw:
1 clerk class 1,$1,200; 2 clerks, at 1,000 each, $2,000; 1 clerk, $900; in all, §18,500.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in line
15 by striking out * $3,000” and inserting ** §2,500."

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 15 strike out *“three thousand™ and insert “‘two thounsand five
hundred.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend
in line 17, by striking out *two thousand” and inserting ‘‘one
thousand eight hundred.”

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 17 strike out “two thousand™ and insert “one thousand eight
hundred.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. In line 22, I move to strike out * thir-
teen” and insert ‘* twelve.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, in line 33 I move to strike out
“five” and insert ‘' eight.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
lows:

General expenses of bio'fi?igloal investigations; For biological ‘investiga-
tions, including the geographicdistribution and migrations of animals, birds,
and plants; for the promotion of economic ornitho ﬂaﬂd mammalogy; for

2

an investigationof the food habits of North Americ irds and mammals in

relation to agriculture, horticulture, and forestry; for the employment of

local and special agents, clerks, assistants. and other labor required in con-
ducting experiments, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and_in eol-
lating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experiments;
for freight and express charges; for preparation and publication of rc;)orts'
and for illustrations, field work, and traveling and other exglensea n the
practical work of the division, and to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to
carry into effect the provisions of an act approved May 25, 1900, entitled * An
act to enlarge the powers of the Department of
transportation by interstate commerce of game
laws, and for other purposes," §20,000.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment. :

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. CORLISS. Mr, Chairman, I reserve all points of order
against this paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

On Bage 80, in lines 17 and 18, strike out * §20,000 " and insert in lieu thereof
the following: *Twenty-seven thousand five hundred dollars, of which $1,000
shall be immediately available.”

Mr, WADSWORTH. Mr, Chairman, I raise the point of order
against that.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that
the Secretary of Agriculture has requested that $20,000 be stricken
out and $27,500 be inserted.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York state
his point of order?

r. WADSWORTH.
penses,

The CHAIRMAN. It BimpI{ increases the appropriation.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, the
reason for this amendment.

Mr. WADSWORTH., I will reserve the poinf of order, Mr.
Chairman.

The CHATRMAN, The Chair does not understand that the
point of order will lie.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I will withdraw it.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The Secretary of Agriculture,I am
informed, asked for this amendment for the purpose of investiga-
tiniand ascertaining the best means of destroying prairie dogs,
pocket gophers, ground squirrels, and other mammals, enemies

iculture, prohibiting the
illed in violation of local

It is new legislation; it increases ex-

to plant life in the United States. I will further state that
although these investigations and experiments are being carried
on, the committee has refused the appropriation asked for by the
Department, as I am informed, to carry on the investigations
already begun.

The reason of the request that part of this appropriation be
made immediately available is that early in the spring, when the
animals are young, these investigations can be made better than
they can after July 1, when this appropriation would be available.

Mr. WADSWORTH. In other words, they can be killed more
easily in the spring.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Investigation can be made much
better in the spring, when vegetation is just springing up, than in
winter or in the summer.

My direct interest in this guestion is in connection with the
extermination of the prairie dog. Early in the spring these dogs
destroy more grass by destroying the roots than in any other part
of the year. ence that is the best time for destroying these ani-
mals by poison, when other food is scarce.

The Secretary, I am informed, is very much in earnest in asking
that this appropriation be made for the purpose of exterminating
these various pests. In our Western country prairie dogs are a
very great injury to the sfock-raising industry because they de-
stroy the grass.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Agricultural Department investi-
gated those animals a few years ago, and the investigation now
proposed would be a repetition of work already done. The De-
partment has not yet been able to discover any means of exter-
minating the animals,

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. My State has passed laws provid-
ing for the extermination of prairie dogs, and its citizens are still
carrying on investigations along that line. If a man having a
farm nndertakes to destrgg these animals on his farm, they fre-
quently leave it and spread themselves on the neighboring farms.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Suppose the United States shounld go
down there and destroy these dogs——

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The United States Government
owns millions of acres of land in New Mexico, Oklahoma, and
the West, where these pests exist, and it would add immensely to
the value of that land and to the value of the stock raised there
if some definite means were discovered for eradicating prairie

dogs.
Mr. WADSWORTH. The Department two or three years ago
went fully into this question, and it has not succeeded in finding

a.n{[remedy.
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The Department is now making
this investigation. I have conferred with employees of the De-

partment within the last three days in regard to the investigation,
and they were anxious to have this appropriation raised to the
amount mentioned in my amendment,

Mr. WADSWORTH. The committee has had no application
of that kind. I had an interview with the Secretary a few days
ago, and this matter was not suggested.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. A gentleman from the Department
called on me and gave me the data I hold in my hand.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I can say almost positively that the Sec-
retary has always ridiculed this idea of trying to exterminate the
prairie doga. I think theremust be some mistake about thismatter.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Didnotthe Secretary ask an appro-
priation of $27,5007

Mr. WADSWORTH. We have increased the appropriation
$2,500. Last year it was onty $17,500.

Mr. STEP S of Texas. But I understand that the amount
asked for this year was §27,5600,

Mr. GAINES, Howisit pm})oaod toexterminate these animals?

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. I ask the chairman of the committee
[Mr. WapsworTH] whether he will assent to this amendment?

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1 think the amendment ought not to go
on the bill.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Does the gentleman insist on a
point of order?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the appropriation in the bill is
sufficient to answer all the practical purposes of that division.

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the gentieman from Texas a

uestion.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understood that the gentleman
from New York raised a point of order.

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; Ididnotraise apoint of order. The
qlil:aation must be submitted to the judgment of the Committee of
the Whole,

Mr, KING. If the Government should go upon the public
lands and exterminate the prairie-dogs, ought it not to go npon
the public domain and exterminate the wolves and bears that are
s0 destructive to the sheep herds grazing upon the domain of the
Government?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If you want anything of that kind,
why do you not make an effort to get it into this bill, [Laughter.]
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Mr. KING. Ido not want if.
plaining about.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is a matter of great impor-
tance to the stockraisers and farmers of the Western section of the
country. We only ask an appropriation necessary to carry ont
the purposes of the Department.

Mr. KING. I only wanted to get the views of the gentleman
as to whether he thought this was a proper proceeding on the &)art
of the Federal Government to go out on the public lands and en-
deavor to exterminate these animals.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they can be exterminated, they
should be. .

Mr. GAINES. How doyou propose to exterminate them?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are investigating that ques-
tion now, and the appropriation which is suggested here is for the
puh?o&e of enabling them to carry on the work.

r. GAINES. Can not the people there kill them?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not alwafs.

Mr. GAINES. Why, Mr. Chairman, last November a .136” ago,
when I went to San Francisco to bring home the First Tennessee
Regiment, which I did, for thousands of miles close to the towns
and villages, all along about the houses, and invariably along the
line of the railway, there were hundreds npon hundreds of these
little dogs hopping in and hopping out of holes in the ground. It
was noted as a matter of entertainment to travelers over the line.
The railroads themselves seemed to protect them in the interest of
their lines.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. If you owned lands out there you
would not want them protected.

Mr, GAINES (continuing). They are looked upon as one of the
natural and interesting curiosities of the country: and to destroy
this happy *‘land of canine” would be in derogation of the rights
and privileges of people of that part of the country [laughter],
and especially on private lands.

Mr, KING. Especially the rights of the * canines.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Texas,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr, CORLISS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
chairman of the committee if the portions of the paragraph be-
tween lines 12 and 18 are not new legislation?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I willstate tothe gentleman that that is
authorized by law, to carry into effect the provisions of an act
enlarging the powers of the Department in that regard. That
empowers the Secretary of Agriculture to use some money in
pursuance of that law. That is to enable the Secretary to carry
into effect the provisions of the act approved May 25, 1900, enti-
tled “*An act to enlarge the powers of the Department of Agricul-
ture, prohibiting the transportation by interstate commerce of
game killed in violation of the local laws.”

Mr, CORLISS. I understand that; but I think it a useless ex-
penditure of the public money, and I would like to raise the point
of order against it. If seems to me that it is not proper to be
placed in an a&pr(;griaﬁon bill,

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is simply an appropriation of money
to carry out the purposes of what is known as the Lacey Act,
passed by Congress.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. GrROSVENOR in thechair). The Chairis
notinformed as to what the point of order is or to what section of
the bill it applies.

Mr. CORLISS. 1 refer to page 20 of the bill, commencing in
line 12, down to and including line 18, An appropriation is made
here for an investigation with reference to another law, the law
that was passed last year, which prohibited the transportation, by
interstate commerce, of certain birds or other game killed out of
season from one State to another. This is an attempt, I presume,
to carry out the provisions of that act.

It seems to me that it is not a pro%er thing to place such an ap-
propriation upon this bill. And while I am in doubt about the
matter, I raise the point of order upon it, and will leave the ques-
tion to the determination of the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair had the act before him and
there was no appropriation in that act for carrying into effect its
purposes, the Chair could rule more intelligently; but the Chair
will assume that there was a provision for carrying it into effect
and that this continues that provision. And so the Chair will
overrule the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Total for Division of Biological Survey, $33,500.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Inline 19, I move to strike out ‘“three”
and insert “*two.” That difference in the total is made necessary
by the difference in salary.

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows:

In line 18 strike out *‘three" and insert *‘two.”
The amendment was agreed to.

That is just what I was com-

Mr, WADSWORTH, In line 20 I move to strike out “ five”
and insert ** eight.”

The amendment was read, as follows:

In line 20 strike out * five " and insert " eight.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

General expenses, Division of Publications: For the preparation, printing,
illustration, publication, indexing, and distribution of documents, bulletins,
and reports, £105,000; of which sum 57,500 shall be available for the prepara-
tion and printing of farmers’ bulletins, which shall be adapted to the inter-
est of the people of the different sections of the country, an egqual progortiun
of four-fifths of which shall be delivered to or sent out under the addressed
franks furnished by Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con as
each Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall direct: Provided, t the
Secretary of Agriculture shall notify Senators and Representatives of the
title and character of each such bulletin, and also of any other publication of
the Department of Agriculture not sent to the folding rooms of the Senate
and House, with the total number to which each Senator, Representative,
and Delegate may be entitled for distribution; and on the face of the envel-
ope inclosing said bualletins shall be printed the title of each bulletin con-
tained therein: Provided further, That all such bulletins included in the

uotas of Senators, Representatives, or Delegates not called for on or before
the 3ith day of June in each fiscal year shall revert to the Secretary of Agri-
culture, and be available to him, either for miscellaneous distribution or in
making up Congressional quotas for the next fiscal year; for the pay of ar-
tists, draftsmen, and engravers, and of proofreaders and indexers when nee-
essary; for the purchase of manusecript for publication, and of tools, instru-
ments, and artists’ materials; for printing proofs, charts, and maps; for
drawings, engravings, photographs, paintings, lithographs, other illustra-
tions, and electroty pes, and for traveling expenses when necessary; for paper,
envelopes, gum, twine, and other necessary material; for the employment of
local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required, in the
city of Washington and elsewhere, $47,500; for the rent of a building not to
exceed §2,500 per annum, for the storage of publications; in all, $107.500.

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer some hmend-
ments to this section. On page 32, line 1, after the word “and?”
insert *‘fifty,” and after the word ‘‘sum” strike out *‘ fifty ” and
insert *‘ one hundred and.”

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows:

Page 32, line 1, after the word **and,” insert ‘*fifty,” so that it will read
$8155,000; " and after “sum" strike out “fifty™ and insert ‘‘one hundred
and,” so that it will read “of which sum §107.500."

Mr. LATIMER. And on page 32, in line 19, I move to strike
out the words **30th day of Juna” and insert ** 1st day of March.”

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows:

MPnlglé 2, line 19, strike out “30th day of June” and insert *1st day of
arch.™

Mr, LATIMER. On the same page in line 22, I move to strike
out *‘for the next fiscal year.”

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows:

Line 22, strike out * for the next fiscal year.”

Mr. LATIMER. Onpage38,line7, Imove to strike out * forty "
and insert “ fifty; " so that it will read “ $57,000.”

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows:

Page 33, line 7, strike out * forty " and insert “fifty.”

Mr. LATIMER. And in line 10 insert the word ‘“ sixty ” after
the word ““and;” so that it will read ** $167,500.”

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows:

Line 10, after the word “and,” insert “ sixty."

Mr. LATIMER. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can have the atten-
tion of the committee for a moment, I want to state that this bill
carries an appropriation of $780,000 to carry on experiments at
the different stations, onein each State, in order tfo get the in-
formation which the farmers all over this country are interested
in and that is contained in these bulletins. But for the publica-
tion of this information after we have obtained it we spend only
857,000 dollars. Think of it, 50,000,000 people, at least, interested
and needing the information, for which we pay dearly in provid-
ing for the station. There are over 200 different subjects treated
in these bulletins in which every farmer in this country is inter-
ested, and for these 200 bulletins only $57,000 is spent in publica-
tion,

The allotment given to each member of Congress is about 7,000
bulletins. Now, the object of this increase is to add $50,000 for
the publication of bulletins, so as to make the total $107,000 and to
give to each member of Congress 14,000 bulletins instead of 7,000,
1 hold, gentlemen of this House, that there is no information, no
matter printed by this Government and sent to the country in
which the people are more interested and from which they get
more valuable information than in these agricultural bulletinscon-
taining the reports on agricultural experiments made at these dif-
ferent stationseach year. It has been claimed that there has been
a waste of money in publishing these bulletins, I deny it.

Theobject of my amendmentstriking out the ** thirtieth of June”
and inserting the * first of March,” is to caunse the bulletins not
taken by members to lapse to the Secretary earlier, so they can
be allotted to members who want them by giving the Secretary of
Agriculture the power to reapportion these bulletins to members
of Congress so they can be sent to the country. Thereare a great
many city representatives here whose constituents are not inter-
ested in these bulletins.

If you do not allow these bulletins to lapse to the Secretary of
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Agriculture until the 30th of June or about the 1st of July, the
members of Congress have gone to their homes, their minds have
been diverted on other lines, and these bulletins are allowed to lie
there in the hands of the Secretary and cumber his shelves, occu-
ying valuable storage room. If you allow them to lapse to the
gecretary on the 1st of March he can reapportion them to mem-
bers who send them to their constituents, and the people of the
conntry will get the advantage of this important information.

Now, I want to say to the members of this House, if you desire
to reserve your bulletins all you have to do is to notify the Secre-
tary of Agriculture that youn desire toreservey our quota, and they
will be kept there at your command.

But if you fail to serve this notice, why should the bulletins be
allowed to lie there in the hands of the Secretary and go over an-
other year, as was done formerly? It is stated here on the floor of
the House that there were 1,500,000 left over the year before last.

Mr, GRIGGS. If the gentleman will permit me, how long will
these bulletins remain there subject to the requisition of members,
under vour amendment?

Mr. LATIMER. When the member indicates that he wants
them they are kept until he calls for them. If not reserved they
lapse March 1 each year.

. GRIGGS. H‘ow long will they have been there?

Mr. LATIMER. From the time they are printed.

Mr. GRIGGS. What time are they accredited to members?

Mr. LATIMER. Sometime inthe fall. For instance, last year
the bulletins printed during the summer and fall were put to the
credit of members, About the time Congress met, I think.

Mr. GRIGGS. When is the member notified that they are put
to his credit?

Mr. LATIMER. I donot know the exact time.

Mr. GRIGGES. What I insist on is that they shall be there long
enough for members to be able to get them.

Mr. LATIMER. 1willsayinanswer tothatthatmy recollection
is we were notified last year before we came to Congress—in the
interim before Congress met—that we had so many bulletins
allotted to our credit. We came in December, and until the 1st of
March these bulletins were lying to our credit, and if we notily
the Secretary they will be kept to our credit; but if we fail ap to
the 1st of March they are not kept any longer. The law now pre-
vents them reverting to the Secretary until June 80, and there-
fore, withont the law is changed as I propose, many of these bul-
letins are not sent out, but are allotted the following year and
have to be given storage room. _

Mr. McCULLOCH. As I unaerstand, they are to be kept at the
Secretary’s office?

Mr, LATIMER. Yes.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I represent a large agricultural
district, probably one of the richest in Pennsylvania. I want to
say to the House that of the farmers’ bulletins given to me I select
from them—I do not select an{ with reference to raising cotton
and other Sonthern Eror’l ncts—but I have my room full of them,
and have plenty of them at home. Every farmer in my district,
Mr. Chairman, who wants a bulletin on peach culture—and I rep-
resent one of the largest peach-culfure districts in the State—or
how to make and preserve manure, and how to raise his chickens,
or how to water his ducks, | send these bulletins to them. I have

lenty of them, and I will turn over to the gentleman from South

rolina several thousand of them that my people do not need, I

represent, I suppose, five times as much farming as he does in his
district. Now, a word in regard to this matter——

Mr. TALBERT. I would be willing to take all the bulletins
that the gentleman does not need.

Mr. MAHON. Iam willing to give to the farmers of this coun-
try who are willing to read and investigate and malke proper use
of these bulletins all they require, but the past aﬁpropriations and
this a pr(l?riati{m not only give them enough but more than
enougﬁ. he trouble, Mr. Chairman, as to these public docu-
ments is, 1 am afraid, they are distributed by many members not
to educate and enlighten the farmer, but to get his good will and
probably secure his vote at the election. Itried that in my past
experience. Iput ittoa fair test. I took three districts in my
home country and sent a public document to every voter on the
register list. At the ensuing election in every one of those dis-
tricts I ran behind the ticket [laughter], and in all the rest,
where I had not sent them, I ran ahead. [Renewed laughter.]
In all these districts where I tried to put a public document when
I was making this test there were ten to fifteen men who were not
on the register list, and as they did not get a document they took
it as a slight.

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will permit me, is it not possi-
ble that where the most information was disseminated is where
¥you ran worst?

Mr. MAHON, That might be. But this indiscriminate send-
ing of public documents to constituents amounts to nothing so far
as your political futures are concerned, Many of them are used in
the barber shops for making waste paper fo use in shaving.

Now, Mr, Chairman, I am willing to give every farmer in this
country, and every scientific man, and every other person all
needed information, but we have reached that point in this coun-
try where we should have a bnilding where we can store these
publications. It is entirely right to print them; and when any
constituent writes for one you can send an order down and im-
mediately haveit mailed tohim. [If this Congress would do that—
furnish documents to men who want them and will use them
Eroperly—this Government can save millions of dollars annnally

v stopping the indiscriminate circnlation of documents.

Now, Mr. Chairman, you talk about not having enough of these
farmers’ bulletins, I assert again, without fear of successful con-
tradiction by the gentleman from South Carolina, that this appro-
Eriaﬁnn will give all the bulletins he wants for the farmers of his

istrict who will read them; and if yoo want to send them to
every man—and I suppose yon have got some of them, as I have—
to read some of them, you might as well put them to translate the
Greek grammar, as many of these documents are hard to digest
intelligently.

Now, why increase it? You can get four or five thousand of
them on different subjects, on every agricultural industry in your
district, and certainly there is no man in this House who has more
men who want these Enblicatious than he gets bulletins for.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I take this occasion to
express my disagreement with the utterancesof the gentleman from
Pennsylvania {Mr. M.Aﬂosf]‘ in what he says about the distribution
of farmers’ bulletins, In the first place, heis in error when he says
that we can get 5,000 bulletins on any subject. The truth is that
we can only Eat. 500 on any subject. There are at least 50 of these
bulletins published by the Government which onght to be circu-
lated to every intelligent farmer in my district; and, sir, there are
30,000 such farmers there.

The gentleman says that members circulate these thingsin order
to get votes. In a measure that is true. We endeavor to secure
the votes of ourconstitnents by provinﬁjonrselvas worthy of them,
and how better can we show our worthiness than b‘yﬁbaing awake
to the interests of the people whom we represent. How could we
get votes by sending to a farmer that which he does not want,
does not appreciate, does not read, does not understand. The fact
that we send these bulletins to the farmers in our districts is evi-
dence in itself that our farmers do read them and appreciate
them, I sent them out promiscuously through my district last
session, as far as my quota would reach, and when I went out
there the farmers came to me and thanked me for what I had
done and expressed their keenest appreciation, not only of the in-
terest that I had taken in them, but also of the worth of the lit-
erature that I had placed in their hands.

The gentleman says that the bulleting sent to his district are
used mostly for paper upon which to wipe razors, and that the
farmers there do not read them. In iy opinion, he does injustice
to the farmers whom he represents on this floor., At least, %know
that the farmers are the most persistent and studious readers and
thinkers of all the varions vocations who inhabit my district, and
I think this is true of every other district in our Western States,
Sir. the farmers constitute the great reading and thinking class,
whose intelligence, conservatism, patriotisin, and individual in-
dependence must at last stay the wayward course of this Govern-
ment, if indeed it shall be stayed from its subversion.

The gentleman says that if any farmer wants one of these bul-
letins he can write to the Department and getit. Yes, sir: but
how is he to know what buileting the Government has for distri-
bution? There is many a bulletin published by the Government
which the farmer wonld read with the greatest relish if he had it,
but how is he to know that it is to be had?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May I interrupt the gentleman?
I desire to call his attention to the fact that there is in about every
other one of the bulletins a list of the number and subjects of the
publications they can have by writing for them. I do notinterject
this in opposition to the gentleman’s position.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Iam gladthatthe gentleman hascalled
attention to that fact. It is necessary to call the attention of
the members of this House to the fact in order that they may
know it. And if the members of Congress who direct this work
do not know of its existence. how shall we expect the people to
know? Members shonld be familiar with the needs of their dis-
tricts, and should go to the trouble to look over these publications
and select such as can be circulated to advantage asmong their
respective constituencies. Having made the selection, theyshould
send them out without waiting for the farmer to make a special
request for each little document that might be useful. Let there
be }l)llacad at my disposal enough of this literature to go around
with my constituency, and I shall find pleasure in placing it in
the hands of those people whose generous confidence has made me
their Representative.

Any member who is unwilling to do this is nnwilling to per-
form his duty to his people. e gentleman tells us there is
little value in this literature. Sir, this bill appropriates nearly a
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million of dollars for e?erimental work by the Department of
Agriculture. What is the use of all this experimentation if the
people to be benefited by it are not to be made acquainted with

. the results? I want this experimental work done by the Depart-
ment, and I am willing to vote the funds requisite for that pur-
pose; but, sir, when an experiment has been made, [ want the re-
gults of it published in a builetin and I want enough copies of it
to spread the information among the farmers of my district.

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. Can not the gentleman stafe to
the House that the (Government spends thousands of dollarsevery
year collecting commercial information, publishing it in consular
reports for the benefit of the commercial classes of the country;
and, following the same line, why ought not the same thing be
done for the agricultural classes?

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I thank the gentleman from Alabama
for the suggestion. We spend multiplied thousands of dollars
collecting data and statistics on foreign trade and publishing it
for the information of commercial and manufacturing classes,
and place it at the disposal of gentlemen here who represent
commercial and manufacturing districts to be distributed. No
matter how great the expenditures for these purposes are the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania never raises his voice to complain. "It
is only when something is to be done for the farmers—that great
army of industrial people who create no trusts, form no associa-
tions to control Congressional action, maintain no lobbies to pro-
mote their interests, that independent self-reliant class, which,
standing upon its own merits, has no agents to represent them at
this Capitol except their own chosen representatives npon this
floor—that the gentleman’s agonizing soul constrains him to cry
out for a reduction of an appropriation.

Mr. Chairman, at the last session of Congress I made my first
speech on this floor, Then, as now, Ispoke for the farmer. hile

stood here making that plea I noticed a derisivesmile passthrough
this Chamber, which discovered to me that I had done an unfash-
jonable thing to champion the cause of the agriculturalist. To-
day, standing here advocating that same canse. l observe the same
derision and contempt. Nevertheless, sir, I know that I am doing
my country the great service of which I am capable in this House
when I raise my voice or cast my vote in behalf of the farmer.
Upon his success and prosperity depends the success and pros-
perity of the whole people.

Sir, I shall cast my vote for increasing the number of bulletins.
I believe that no gentleman on this floor, coming from a farming
district, will say that he could not circulate 100,000 of these bulle-
tins among his people to advantage. Give the farmer a chance.
Let him understand that he, too, is an object of the fostering cara
of this Government, and his industry, intelligence, and ﬁatriot—
ism will yield back a thousandfold that which 18 given to him.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just
taken his seat has undertaken to intimate that I do not properly
represent the interests of my constitnents. I want fo say to that
gentleman that if he will come to Pennsylvania as a Democrat and
preach his Populistic doctrine in relation to the farmers—

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman allow me—

Mr. MAHON, Wait till I am done. If the gentleman will go
upon the stump and talk about the great manufacturing estab-
lishments of that State— ‘

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. MAHON. I will yield in a moment. Isay, if the gentle-
man will talk about the great manufacturing interests of that
State on a rostrum at a Democratic meeting—if he undertakes to
howl against the railroads and against capital that has blessed our
Commonwealth and made it one of the greatest of the Union—be-
fore he is through he would not have a corporal’s guard to hear
the peroration of that political speech. [Langhterﬁ

Mpr. Chairman, the farmers of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania arethe kings of that Commonwealth. What has made them
such? Gentlemen talk here about the bulletins of the Agricul-
tural Department. I am not opposed to these bulletins; but the
men in my Commonwealth who manage those magnificert farms
can come down here to Washington and give these people over in
the Agricultural Department lessons in agriculture. Men who
have peach orchards there with twenty or thirty thousand trees
know more about peach culture in a day than these departmental
officers do in a month.

1 will tell you what has made the farmers of Pennsylvania the
independent and powerful people that they are. It is because
within sight of almost every farm you will see a little manufac-
turing town that has built up for them and their products the
best market that the country affords.

In my district, Mr. Chairman, at the last election not a solitary
Populist vote was cast: and why? Because in that rich and mag-
nificent State, with her great farms, whose owners do not come
here to beg appropriations as a matter of charity—on that soil a
Populist can not be born or can not grow. If born in the morn-
ing at 6 o'clock, he would expire before 6 o'clock in the evening.

[Laughter.] And thechances are that Providence, favoring that
magnificent Commonwealth, would in some way interfere so that
the Populist who might be born there wonld come into the world
stillborn. [Laughter.]

The gentleman says I do not represent the farmers of Pennsyl-
vania and of my district. I do represent them; and I say now
that this extravagant expenditure of money, this indiscriminate
circulation of bulleting and all this stuff that is printed about
farming, is not asked for by my constituents. I have my office
filled with these documents, and my farmer constituents abso-
lutely refuse to take many of them.

Mr, LATIMER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. MAHON, Yes,

Mr. LATIMER. Are you in favor of the expenditure of $780,-
000 to continue experiments at these experiment stations?

Mr. MAHON. hy did you not fight it if you opposed it?

Mr. LATIMER. I had not heard of the gentleman opposing it.

Mr. MAHON. That is just the reason I made a point of order
against creating these different bureaus. What is going fo be the
result of it? If you let it go on, it is going to be a constantly
growing thing. The next thing we will be asked to appropriate
a million of dollars for some new investigations and some new
bureans; the next will be the establishment of new scientific oper-
ations to be appropriated for, and new bureaus, with all of the
force necessary to carry them on. I am opposed to that whole
system.

Mr. RUCKER. Areyou in favor of an appropriation of $10,000
for furnishing a free library to the people of Washington?

Mr. MAHON., If they pay forit, Iam. If theyread, they will
not be Populists.

Mr, RUCKER. Did not you vote $10,000 for this purpose? Did
not you vote for a bill that passed the House appropriating $10,000
from the public funds to maintain a free library for the Districtof
Columbia?

Mr. MAHON,
tunity offers.

Mr. RUCKER. But now yon are opposed to a small appro-
priation by which some 60,000,000 of people may be enabled to get
information of value to the farmers to get reading matter through-
out the country.

Mr. MAHON. Yes; [ am opposed to that. Sixty millions of
people do not want the kind of information you are going to send
outtothem. Theydonotwant toread aboutthefeatherson ducks,
and whether they shounld drink filtered water or nunfiltered water,
[Laughter.] hy, farmers in Pennsylvania can tell you more
about the valus of manure and how to ap{:l it than all the infor-
mation you can get from the Agricultural Department in a year.
'I'lhat i&i the reason thatT am opposed to the whole thing. [Ap-
plause.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. When I spoke a few moments ago I
addressed myself exclusively to the Agricultural Department and
the interests of the agricultural classes. I made no reference to
the great manufacturing interests of which the gentleman speaks.
I said not a word about Democracy, Republicanism, or Populism,
1 confined myself exclusively to the guestion before this committee,

Mr. MAHON. Did not you say——

Mr,SHACKLEFORD. Ideclinetobeinterrupted. The gentle-
man would not allow me fo interrupt him, and 1 shall not yield to
him now.

Mr, Chairman, what was there in my remarks to call forth the
speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 1 said that the
farming interest was the greatest interest in the United States.
Is that Populism? If so, then I am a Populist, The gentleman
says that I could not come into Pennsylvania and make such a
speech as I have made here. Possibly not. It may be that if I
were to go there and make a speech in the interest of the agri-
culturists some tool of the trusts might hit me with a chunk of
coal. I[La.nght.er.]

Sir, I come from a part of the country where the people are as
free to voice their sentiments as are the waters of their brooks and
rivers to run down to the sea. [Applause.] No minion of the
monopolies goes there to post notices on our doors that if the can-
didate of plutocracy shall not be elected the employment of our
people shall cease. There every man is his own man, be he Demo-
crat, Republican, or Populist.

The gentleman from gennaylvania talks of farming in his dis-
trict, He has a great team with which he does his plowing—
Quay and anti-Quay. 1do not know to which of these fat horses
he gives the most feed. [Laughter and applause.]

e gentleman is able, ardent, and eloquent when he speaks for
his constituents, and there can be heard in his words of burning
oratory that we should do something for the downtrodden ship-
Eards in the hands of the Cramps. The gentleman will always

e found able, ardent, and elogquent in favor of his great constitu-
ency, the trusts; but when, forsooth, a member coming from the

Of course, I did; and I will again if the oppor-
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wide West, where farming is the chief industry, gets up on this
floor and says that the farmers have a right to be considered by
the Government as well as the trusts and the favored classes, the

tleman thrusts his tongue into his cheek and cries, *‘ Popu-
fiiz:l!" [Applause, ]

Now, if demanding fair treatment for the greatest industry in
this land, the industry upon which all others are based and which
receives less from the Government than any other, is * Populism,”
then I desire to be classed as a Populist. I made no attack upon
any class of people, nor do I intend to doso. 1tis my desire to
see every industry in this great country of ours flonrish. To-day
Ispoke only for the farmers, and I have learned here upon the
banks of the Potomac what I never knew in the West, that every
man who stands for the interests of the people against the fa-
vored classes that dominate this country is a ** Populist.” Who-
ever stands for the agricultural classes stands for all the people.
The manufacturer, the railroads, the commercial and finauncial
interests are all dependent upon the welfare and prosperity of
the farming classes of this country,and it is to the interest of
all that these great classes should be built up and cared for.
[Applause.} ]

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, as I said before, I represent a |
farming community, and I say they are the most independent
men in the State of Pennsylvania. I do not need to come here
and make these beggarly pleas in behalf of the farmers. The
farmer of Pennsylvania wants a fair market for his products, but
at the same time I stand for the laboring man and the professional
man, and the farmer does not want to raise the price of every-
thing that the laboring man must use so it will be beyond his
reach. It appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that some men upon the
floor of this House do not appear to have any interest in any per-
gon except the farmer. Why, does not the gentleman who has just
addre:sed the House know that the great working population of
Pennsylvania must be fed? Our farmers do not want to put the
price of their products beyond the reach of those laboring men.

The gentleman talks abont suppressing votes in my Common-
wealth. I deny that. I tell him that the manufacturers of the
State of Pennsylvania—and I know it from experience—are the
last class of men to go down into the shops and tell their men how
to vote. Why is that? No manufacturer in that State is going to
put himself under obligations of that kind, He will neither hu-
miliate himself nor humiliate the men who are work:in% for him
: by asking such a thing or dictating to them how they shall vote.
Yy::m talk about your State of Missouri. I will tell you what we
do in Pennsylvania. Every man in that Commonwealth who is
21 years of age, whether he is a Democrat, a black Republican, or
a white Republican, is allowed to put his vote into the ballot box.
There is no suppression of votes in Pennsylvania.

Mr. TALBEIE’T. How about Philadelphia?

Mr. MAHON. Philadelphia is the same. [Derisive langhter
on the Democratic side. ] hy, my friend from Sounth Carolina,
you know as liftle about the vote in Pennsylvania and the politics
of that State as the man in the moon. You may think you do;
but I want you gentlemen from the Southland to understand that
we simply regulate the votes in the great State of Pennsylvania.
[Liaughter.]

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. May I ask the gentleman a ques-
tion? I want to ask him what he is mad about.

Mr. MAHON. Wesay to every man who is 21 years old and
upward, who has lived in the State one year and who has paid a
tax sixty days before the election, whether he is rich or poor, black
g]r w';bite,,Democrat or Republican, ** You can vote on the day of

ection.”

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He votes twice in Philadelphia.

Mr. MAHON, No; he does not do anything of the kind. And
while I am willing to admit that irre%)ularities may creep into all
elections in all States, the people of Pennsylvania are not ballot
robbers, and they do not deprive one-half of their people of the
right to vote.

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. How about the last election in
Philadelphia?

Mr. MAHON. You do notknow anything about Philadelphia.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the question for this
committee to decide is whether the appropriation made by the
Committee on Agriculture, according to the estimate of the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, and with his approval, is sufficient to dis-
seminate broadecast over this land this valuable agricultural
information. Now, I want to call the attention of the committee
to the number of bulletins that we have already distributed over
this country, according to the report of the Secretary of Agricul-
ture. The total number of bulletins issned during the year, in-
cluding reprints, amounts to 2,860,000 copies. The total number
of copies of these bulletins issued fromn the beginning aggregates
18,630,500, Of this enormous number over 7,000, copies have

been issued during the (fresent Administration, and the total num-
ber of copies distributed since the beginning, through the Senators,

Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, exceeds eight and a
half million copies.

Now, Mr. Chairman, looking at it from another point of view,
the average population of a Congressional district is about 200,000,
One-fifth of that represents heads of families, or about 40,000, and
on the basis of between 7,000 and 8,000 copies for each member,
we are distributing now, under the appropriation as put in this
bill, about one mﬁ to every five of the heads of families in the
United States. at includes all the cities and villages, and
includes mechanics and merchants who do not want them at all;
so that in fact, I daresay, if you counld get at the truth accurately,
we are distributing bulletins now to one in every three of the he&gs
of families in the farming districts of the United States.

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Mr, Chairman—

Mr, WADSWORTH. Now, it does seem to me, in all justice
and in all fairness—and I agree with fhe gentleman from South
Carolina; I am in favor of a very free distribution of this impor-
tant knowiadie—the number we print is all sufficient. Now, I
will yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr, LIVINGSTON, I want toask the chairman of the commit-
tee this question: If in his opinion he knows or does not know
that these bulletins are appreciated by the farmers, and that they
are constantly asking and seeking for more of them?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly; I know they are very excel-
lent literature, But the only point for this committee to decide
is this—are we distributing enough of them or not?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is the other fact that I want to bring
out—that the farmers appreciate these bulletins, and are con-
stantly wanting them. I will say to the gentleman that the
farmers appreciate everything that we send to them, even the seeds
that do not come up.

Mr. GRIGGS. Will the gentleman state how much money we
spend in getting that information? Is it not $780,000?

G Mr}._ WADSWORTH. I so stated to the gentleman from South
arolina.

Mr. GRIGGS. Doesnot the gentleman think, if we pay $780,000
to getup the information, that $107,000 is a very small amount for
the pr:int::g?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think itis not. For a hundred thou-
sand dollars you can get a great deal of printing done.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. And there is the Yearbook.

Mr. WADSWORTH. And, asthe gentleman from Connecticut
reminds me, there is the Yearbook, which contains practically all
these bulletins, or a portion of them. It is composed principally
of bulletins.

Mr. GRIGGS, And we get between nine hundred and a thou-
sand of those.

Mr. OTEY. I want to ask the gentleman a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LATIMER. I want the floor in my own right.

Mr, WADSWORTH. This is going on, year by year. Rome
was not built in a day. We are doing it every year, and doing it
just about as fast as the Agricultural Department can collect the
information.

Mr. OTEY. Justlet me ask you about this one in every three,

Mr. WADSWORTH. One head of family in every three.

Mr. OTEY. But wait. There are some sixty-odd bulletins.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I make the point of order that
debate is exhaunsted on this paragraph.

Mr. OTEY. The gentleman has yielded to me for a question.

The CHAIRMAN, But his time had expired. Debate upon
this amendment is exhausted, and the point of order is made by
the gentleman from Connecticut.

Mr. LATIMER. 1 claim the right to close debate, as I offered
the amendment, I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I want just one mo-
ment to try to answer the arguments made by the chairman of this
committee, who states that the Secretary of Agriculture has not
recommended this increased appropriation. I admit that. The
Secretary of Agriculture says that this is a question for the mem-
bers of the House to decide. He has no degire to dictate how
many bulletins nor the kind we shall send to the country.

He is there as theservant of Congress to do the will of Congress,
and he does it nobly. When we have passed a law anthorizing
him to have so many bulletins printed and we appropriate the
money for it, he is willing and ready to carry out the law as
pa.aseg by Congress. It is a question, gentlemen of this House, for
every member of this House to pass upon, whether he has enough
bulletins to aupﬁly his constituents under the present quota allot-
ted or whether he wants an increased allotment.

I appeal to members on this floor to vote upon this question
with regard to the wants of their constituents. There will be no
opposition from the Secretary of Agriculture, but, on the other
hand, we will find him ready always to respond to the will of
Congress.
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Mr. LATIMER. Not at all. It is a question, he says, entirely
left to the House of Representatives and the Senate.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York, the chair-
man of this committee, states that one out of three can get a bul-
letin under the present allotment. What right have we to dis-
criminate against the other two-thirds of the heads of families of
this country? If this is valuable information, if it is information
under which the farmers of this conntry can develop and improve
their farms, and if it is right to spend $780,000 in getting these
experiments, in employing the best talent in this country to ex-
periment on different lines in the interest of agriculture, why
should we not print enough of the bulletins that the head of every
family should have the information that he desires bearing upon
these important experiments?

1 hold that with these bulletins printed by the Department on
different subjects we should not only print enough of them to
give the heads of families who farm one bulletin, but enough
should be printed to furnish one on any subject he may desire to
have information upon. If these bulletins can not be furnished
and sent to the people in order to educate them, then we ought to
blot ouf the appropriation of $780,000,

There is a tendency, Mr. Chairman, on the Eart of Congress to
provide liberally for certain Departments, and extravagantly on
certain lines; but when you undertake to distribute information
and accomplish results in the interest of the people, then there is
a great cry against the appropriation,

Let us legislate in the interests of the people; and if these ap-
propriations are to be kept on the statute book to keep up the
experiments, let us print the information and send it to the peo-

le. Give the members of Congress an opportunity to send out

ulletins on all these subjects treated on by these experimental
stations. I hope the amendment which I have offered will be
voted into the bill.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Assuming thatthe gentleman is correct,
that every head of a family should be supplied with bulletins, I
%::lrl) t_e he would advocate having 15,000,000 copies of those

etins.

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike outthe last
two words, to call attention to one of the amendments offered by
the gentleman from South Carolina, which I think ought not to
prevail. That is the amendment shortening the time in which
members of Congress may send out the bulletins before the Secre-
tary of Agriculture takes them into possession. We all know that
during the winter we in Washington not only have onr own hands
full, but our clerks have their hands full with correspondence and
with addressing the seed slips, which this year amount to 9,000,
and it would put the clerks to this additional work of addressing
the bulletins at a time when they have not the opportunity. It
would cause a great deal of inconvenience.

Now, when we adjourn in March we have until the following
December, and it is a period of rest for both the member of Con-
gress and the clerks. It would be a great deal better that we
should have up to June, if we are going to have these bulletins at
our disposal, so the clerks can work npon the addresses and send
them out at periods during the vacation time. Personally I am
opposed to increasing the number, because, although I represent
a farming as well as a city district, I often find that I have dupli-
cated bulleting time and time again in the quota I have sent out to
the farmers. They have written me telling me they have had
copies of the bulletin which 1 sent out before. My quota of 4,000
last fall is still uncalled for.

Mr, LATIMER. If the gentleman will allow an interruption, I
want to state that the object of the amendment is not to take the
bulletins away from the member of Congress on the Istof March,
but it is to allow all members who do not intend to take them to
gay so and let them go to other members. If he wants his quota,
all he has got to do is to notify the Secretary of Agriculture.

Mr. BROMWELL. ThatiswhatIobject to. Lf thelawstands
as it is now, I do not have to send notice to the Secretary.

Mr. LATIMER. If yougotill July,thatistoolate to send them
out.

Mr. BROMWELL. ButIam opposed to the Secretary taking
possession of them on the 1st of March.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I have heard it stated on the floor of this House that the
amount of money appropriated for gathering information to be
published in these bulletins represents $780,000. If thatis true, is
it not absurd to lock that information, for which we have paid so
dear, in the minds of the people who wrote those bulletins? Is it
not wise tospend a few thousand dollars in sending out these bul-
letins containing that information, so that it can reach the people
for whom it is intended? It seems to me that the appropriation
for the publication of this information ought to be a t deal
more than the appropriation to get the information itself, There-

priation for I{ﬂublication only $50,000,

The CHA
ment.

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is the amendment increasing the
amount $50,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there are several
amendments offered, and the gentleman can call for a separate
vote on each amendment if he wishes,

Ml;. WADSWORTH. I ask for a separate vote on each amend-
ment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 32, line 1, after the word ‘‘and,” insert * ﬁfry,“ 80 as to read *“$155,~
000" And in the same line strike ont the word * fitty ' and insert * one hun-
dred," so as to read ** $167,500."

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask for a vote on the first amendment,
which is to increase the appropriation $50,000,

The CHAIRMAN. The vote will be taken on the first amend-
ment read by the Clerk.

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr.
LATIMER) there were 74 ayes and 64 noes.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman.

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr.
WapsworTH and Mr. LATIMER,

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there
were—ayes 92 and noes 86,

So the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. By an error of the Clerk, two divisions of
the amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina were read
as one. That error was corrected, and only one has been voted
upon. The next question is upon the amendment which the
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word “sum,” in line l.fpnﬁia 32, strike oubt “fifty " and insert
“onehundred and;"" soas to read; ** of which sum $107 500 shall be immediately

available.”
I hope that amendment will not be

MAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

Mr. WADSWORTH.

adfg)ted.
r. LATIMER. We have just adopted that amendment, as I
understand.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk read two amendments together,
Then the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture asked a sep-
arate vote on each Tgroposition: and the vote was taken on the
first proposition. e Chair understands that this is the second.
: Mr. LATIMER. This is simply to make the language con-

orm——

Mr, WADSWORTH. Oh, no.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided that these
amendments are divisible; and the vote was taken on the first of
them. The question is on agreeing to the amendment just read.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 67, noes 67.

Mr. LATIMER. I call for tellers.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WADSWORTH and Mr, LATIMER
were appointed.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
93, noes 74.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The next division of Mr. LATIMER'S amendment was read, as
follows:

On page 32, in line 19, strike out **80th day of June "' and insert **1st day of
March.”

Mr. LATIMER. Iwithdrawthatamendment, with the consent
of the Committee of the Whole.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
withdrawn.

The next division of Mr. LATIMER'S amendment was read, as
follows:

On page 32, after the word * quota,” in line 22, strike out the words “for
the next fiseal year.”

Mr, LATIMER. I withdraw that amendment.

There being no objection, the amendment was withdrawn.

The next division of Mr, LATIMER’S amendment was read, as
follows:

On af " " i (14 "
insortlﬂaﬁ% S.::.""l.. sobgt%hl?e Eg::g%??ggaﬂhem in line 7, strike out “forty " and

Mr. LATIMER. That only makes the language conform to
the action already taken,

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is all right, inasmuch as the other
branches of the amendment have been adopted.

The amendment was agreed to. S

The next division of Mr, LATIMER'S amendment was read, as
follows: i

After the word “and" in line 10, and before the word ‘'seven,” insert
“sixty;" so as to read ** §167,500."

The amendment was agreed to.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Total for Division of Publications, §132,520.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Inasmuch as the amendments alread
adopted have altered the figures, this shounld read * $192,520.”
move an amendment. !

Mr. LATIMER. That is all right.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

MISCELLANEOUS,

Agricultural experiment stations: To carry into effect the provisionsof an
act approved March 2, 1887, entitled **An act to establish agricultural experi-
ment stations in connection with the colleges established in the several States
under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supple-
mentary thereto.” and to enforce the execution thereof, $780.000, £33, of
which snm shall be payable upon the order of the Secretary of Agriculture,
to enable him to carry out the provisions of section 3 ot said act of March 2,
18587, and £12.000 of which sum may be expended by the Secretary of Agricnl-
ture to investigate and report to Congress upon the agricultural resources
and capabilities of Alaska: and to establish and maintain agricultural experi-
ment stations in said Territory, including the erection of buildings and all
other expenses essential to the maintenance of such stations, of which sum
£3,000 shall be immediately available; and the SBecretary of Agriculture shall
prescribe the form of the annual financial statement required by section 3
of said act of March 2, 1887; shall ascertain whether the expenditures under
the appropriation hereby made are in accordance with the provizions of said
act, and shall make report thereon to Congress; and the Secretary of Agri-
culture is hereby authorized to employ such assistants, clerks, and other
persons as he may deem necessary, in the city of Washington and elsewhero,
and to incur such other expenses for office fixtures and snpgllea. stationery,
traveling, freight, and e?ress charges, illustration of the Experiment Sta-
tion Record, bulletins and reports, as he may find essential in carrying out
the objects of the above acts, and the sums ngportioned to the several States
shall be paid quarterly in advance. And the Secreta,rly of Agriculture is
hereby authorized to furnish to such institutions or individuals as may care
to buy them copies of the card index of agricultural literature prepared by
the Office of Experiment Stations, and charge for the same a price covering
the additional expense involved in the preparation of these copies, and he is
hereby authnrizeﬁe to apply the moneys received toward the expense of the

reparation of the index. And the Secretary of Agricultureis herebyauthor-
an toexpend §12,000 of which sum_to establish and maintain an agricultural
station in the Hawaiian Islands, including the erection of buildings, the print-
ing (in the Hawaiinn Islands), illustration, and distribution of reports and
bulletins, and all other expenses essential to the maintenance of said station.
And the Becretary of Agriculture is hereby anthorized to expend $12.000 of
which sum to establish and maintain an_agricultural axPeriment station in
Porto Rico, including the erection of build ngs. the printing (in Porto Rico),
illustration, and distribution of reports and balletins, and all other expenses
essential to the maintenance of said station; in all, §720,000.

Mr. LANDIS., Imove to amend byadding, after line 2, page 89,
the clause which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That no part of the appropriation shall be available for the agri-
cultural college of Utah until the SBecretary of Agriculture shall be satisfied,
and shall so certify to the Secretary of the Treasury, that no trustee, officer,

instructor, or employee of said college is engaged in the practice of polygamy
or polygamous relations.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will accept that amendment, so far as

Ican. It is mew le%islation, and I do not know but that some
other gentleman will object.
Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I have just come into the Chamber

and am informed that a matter relating to Utah is being con-
sidered. Iaskforinformation concerning the gquestion now béfore
the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again read the amendment
for the information of the Committee of the Whole,

The amendment was again read.

Mr. KING. Imake the point of order against the amendment
that it is new legislation and not germane to the subject under
consideration.

The CHAIRMAN. Therearetwo reasons why the Chair wounld
be inclined to overrule the point. Inthe first place it comes rather
late, and in the second place the amendment seems to be a limita-
tion upon this appropriation.

Mr. KING. If the Chair will pardon me for interrupting and
seeming to question the rightfulness of the conclusions reached
by him, I wish to say that I can not quite see upon what ground
the point of order can be overruled,

Wlil;h due deference for the opinion of the distingnished gentle-
man who occupies the chair, it seems to me that it can not justly
or properly be contended that the point of order is too late in being
su&ygested. h - i

'he amendment offered, against which the point of order is
made, has just been read. The section of which it is amenda-
tory has not been passed. No other matter has received atten-
tion. The amendment has not been acted upon. I can not state
accurately the proceedings attending the offering of the amend-
ment, for the reason stated, that I have just come into the Cham-
ber, but I am told by gentlemen that nothing whatever occurred
between thoe first reading of the amendment and the moment
when L requested information respecting the matter before the
committee. Irespectfully submit, Mr. Chairman, that the pointof
order is seasonable.

As to the second point suggested by the Chair, it would seem
that the amendment is rather a change of existing law than a
limitation of the appropriation. I do not understand the rule to
be that a mere direction as to the manner in which an appropria-

tion shall be expended is a ““limitation,” nor do I think that the
reason or spirit of the rule is offended against by a provision in
an appropriation which merely determines the class to which the
appropriation shall be Paid. I contend that this amendment is
not such a *‘limitation ” as is contemplated by the rule, that it is
not germane, and that it is new legislation. For these reasons,
Mr. Speaker, I respectfully insist that the point of order should
be sustained.

Now, Mr, Chairman, just a few words upon the amendment;
itself and the reasons prompting its introduction. From one
standpoint I am not opposed to the amendment, but it has ever
appearance of not having been offered in good faith. Why di
not the committeeincinde it in the bill which they reported? %’hy
defer this question until the last page of an important appropria-
tion bill which relates to agricnlture? 'Who proposed it? What
influences are behind it? Why did not the committee examine
into the question involved in this amendment, and permit those
who are familiar with Utah and her people to be heard?

Mr. WADSWORTH. The committee did not offer the amend-
ment. Itwasoffered b{ thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Laxpis].

Mr. KING. I am glad to know that this proposition did not
emanate from the Agricultural Committee. However, my inquir-
ies are still pertinent. Why was this matter precipitated upon the
House in thissummary and unceremonious manner? If anymem-
ber had complaint against the manner in which the Agricultural
College of Utah was conducted, why did he not invite the atten-
tion of the appropriate committee to the evils which he supposed
existed, with a view to having the necessary investigation mnade?

Before members are called upon tovote to interfere with matters
which, by legislation of Congress, have been left exclusively and
unrestrictedly to the States there should be some good and suf-
ficient reason. Personally, as I have said, I care but little about
this proposed legislation. 1If is the manner and occasion in which
it is offered, as well as the principle involved in its acceptance,
against which I raise my voice and enter my earnest protest. I
am not here defending polygamy or apologizing for any who may
be living in polygamous association.

As I view the principle involved in this proceeding, we may well
)R?use before writing such legislation upon our statute books.

r. Chairman, let us examine, in a few words, the exact question
presented. The Federal Government has united with the States
and Territories in establishing experiment stations and colleges
in which agriculture and the industrial and mechanical branches
of education are taught. Annual appropriations are made by the
General Govermment, and the States and Territories assume con-
trol of these institutions and appropriate liberally of State reve-
nues for their maintenance. It is well known to all that the
Federal appropriations have constituted but a small t of the
entire amount expended in building up these splendid institutions
of learning.

In the State of Utah the legislature has been appealed to in be-
half of the Agricultural College, and the appeals have never been
in vain. As a result of the generous policy of the State valuable
lands have been acquired, commodious, costly, and magnificent
buildings have been erected, and an institution of learning has
been operated which has bronght honor and glory to the State
and credit to those into whose faithful guardianship its destiny
was committed.

The proposition now is to depart from the policy of the past, to
place in the hands of Federal officials inquisitorial and arbitrary
powers, which are to be exercised in the control and management
of the Agricultural Collegeof Utah. What right has the Federal
Government to say who shall be teachers and employees in any
agricultural college? Is this ihe entering wedgs to national con-
trol over our agricultural colleges? 1 deny the right of Congress
to prescribe the gualifications of those who shall be connected
with the agricultural college of any State. It wounld be unworthy
of the Government to attempt such a control.

Mr. Chairman, the proposition is absurd. Think of the Fed-
eral Government ‘* nosing” and *‘probing "around inall the States
and Territories to ascertain who are the *‘trustees,” “‘officers,”
“instructors,” and ‘ employees” in all the agricultural colleges,
How the dignity of the United States and the majesty of Iaw will
be upheld and vindicated by conferring upon the Secretary of Ag-
riculture judicial powers to find out the domestic virtues and
vices of the employee who hoes beets upon the farm or wooes the
lacteal fluid from the meek-eyed cow complacently chewing her
cud in the college barnyard. .

The proposed amendment provides that *‘the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall be satisfied ” that no ** trustee, officer, instructor, or
employee is engaged in the practice of polygamy ogé)olygamons
relations.” How is he to receive this satisfaction? ho is to sat-
isfy him? Ishe to be the judge and jury? Are all the officials of
the college to be presumed innocent until proven gnilty beyond a
reasonab%e doubt? Are they to be tried if accused; and if so, by

whom and under what raoles of evidence?
Are persons to be deprived of property, viz, the emoluments of
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the office and the right to employment, without due process of
law or & fair and impartial hearing, after due notice of the charges
aiainst them and an opportunity to meet such charges? Mr,
Chairman, the absurdity and, indeed, the wrongfulness of this
proposition become more apparent as it is analyzed.

But why single out Utah? Itis Utah to-day; to-morrow some
other State may come under suspicion.

It is proposed now to limit the inquiry to * persons engaged
in the practice of polygamy or polygamous associations.” To-
morrow the catalogue of crimesmay be enlarged; the proscription
may extend to those who are guilty of adultery, or any felony.
And, after a while, if bigotry and intolerance shall prevail, the
“ socialists” and Christian Scientists may be placed upon the list.
And, then, why may not sons who are opposed to trusts and
criminal combinations of wealth be excluded from the agricul-
tural colleges?

Mr. Chairman, illustrations might be multiEIied indefinitely, if
I had the time or inclination, to demonstrate how pernicious this
amendment is. It will form a precedent which will be dangerous
and unwholesome, If this proposition could be isolated, so to
speak, and wholly disconnected from every other question and

onsideration, then a different matter would be presented.
f 'I:iagain repeat, there is nothing before us to warrant such legis-
ation.

It seems to me to be an affront to the governor of Utah and the
good people of that Commonwealth. They are not here demand-
ing this proposed legislation. The people of Utah are an indus-
trious, law-abiding, patriotic people. In intelligence, education,
industry, and all those elements which go to make up a sterling,
rugged, progressive people they will bear comparison with older
Commonwealths, and they measure up to the full stature of
American citizenship.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman,thereis nothing gratuitous about
this at all; and in offering the amendment I do not intend to re-
flect in any way upon the people of Utah. I would say in this
connection that less than a year ago I was a member of a special
committee which went over a great deal of ground in investigat-
ing the credentials presented by the then member-elect from the
State of Utah. I was furnished with the information at that time
that the president of the institution located at Logan, Utah, was
a polygamist and was living, in defiance of the law, with three
wives; that one of his professors was a polygamist living in open
and notorious poly, y with two wives; that the leading trustee
was a polygamist, living in open and notorious polygamy with
seven wives, who had blessed him within the neighborhood of
thirty-nine children. .

1 have never received any information or any intimation of any
kind from anybody living in Utah which has led me to change my
opinion as to the truth of these statements. As a matter of fact,
the statements were Puhiished in the Salt Lake Tribune, one of
the leadin pers of Salt Lake City. T he editor of that paper
challenged the official organ of the church to deny the statements
then made, and, in so far as my information goes, the official or-
gan of the church never entered such a denial. In fact, I was
given to understand that one of the individnals named—either a
professor or a trustee—thus charged, soon after the charge was
made, resigned his position in connection with the institution, but
I have been also informed that he has since taken up again his re-
lations with the institution.

These charges, Mr. Chairman, have been made time and time
again. Itis no affront tothe people of Utah. It remains to be
seen whether the facts as stated are true or otherwise, If they
are false, it is due to the good people of Utah that the world shail
know that the charges are without foundation. If, on the other
hand, the charges are true, then it is due to the people of the en-
tire country that not a single solitary dollar shall be paid out of
the Treasury of the United States for the maintenarce of that in-
stitution. 1leave the proposed amendment in the hands of the
committee.

Mr. KING. Mr, Chairman, I insist upon the point of order.

Mr. SHATTUC, Iraised the point and the gentleman iz too
late in making it.

. Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chair has already held that it is too
ate.

Mr. KING. Idid not understand the Chair to definitely rule
that the point of order was too late.

The CHAIRMAN. Noj; the Chair said that the Chair was in-
clined to overrule the point of order for two reasons, one that it
came too late and the other that this is & limitation simply put

upon the appropriation.
Mr. KING. Theconfusion is such that I donot understand the
ruling of the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair overrules the point of order.
The question is on agreeing to the amendment.
The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the
ayes a to have it.
Mr. G, Iask for a division.
XXXIV—107

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 51.

Mr. KING. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman,

Tellers were ordered,

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 44.

Accordingly. the amendment was ag -

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent that the section just
passed, togl:sther with the amendment just adopted, be recurred
to before the bill is finally reported, as I desire to offer an amend-
ment to it. I ask that the section and the amendment be passed
without prejudice to the offering of an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah asks unanimous
consent that the section just passed be recurred to at any time be-
fore the bill is reported.

Mr. LANDIS, I object.

Mr, KING. In view of the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Indiana, which was thrown so suddenly upon the House,
and the further fact that I have had no opportunity to prepare
any amendment to his amendment, I ask unanimous consent that
the committee may return to this section and the amendment be-
fore the final passage of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the
amendment? Of course, it req
this amendment.

Mr, KING. I desire to amend the section as amended.
be in the nature of an amendment to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah asks unanimous
consent that before the bill is reported the committee return to
this paragraph just passed and that the paragraph and the
amendment just adopted both be open to amendment.

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman can make his point by
demanding the yeas and nays on the amendment in the House
jgst astwell as to do this now, when possibly the members may
thin out.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. SHATTUC, I object, Mr, Chairman.

Mr. KING. I desire to offer an amendment. I have had no
time whatever to prepare it, and I will be compelled to offer it
extemporaneously, with the hope that the Clerk and Reporter can
take it down. I move to amend this section, Mr, Chai , by
adding the following words:

And that no person shall be appointed a teacher or trustee in any of said
colleges who has been e any lynching and until proof shall have
been furnished, to the satisfaction of the Seccretary of Agriculture, that
such teacher or trustee has not been guilty of adultery or fornication.

Now, Mr. Chairman—

Mr. WADSWORTH. Objection was made to going back, as
I understand, by the gentleman from Ohio.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the observation of the gentleman
from New York?

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman from Ohio objected to
going back to that section.

y Ttha CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah was on his feet
in time,

Mr.SHATTUC. Iobjected, Mr.Chairman, before hesuggested
that he was going to offer an amendment.

Mr. KING. e had not passed the section,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio objected to re-
turning to the paragraph hereafter, but now the gentleman from
Utah offers an amendment to the paragraph.

Mr. SHATTUC. A parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. e Clerk will report the amendment, and
then the gentleman can make his point of order, if he desires.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want fo see the amendment in writing,
so 1 can tell what it is,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will reportit, and then it will be
open to the point of order.

Mr. SHATTUC. I rise to the parliamentary inquiry.

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerk has not the amendment reduced
to writing yet.

Mr. SHATTUC. I do nof care anything about the amendment

tleman include opening up the
s unanimous consent to amend

It will

now. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIR . The gentleman’s point of order will be in
time.

Mr. SHATTUC. I have not raised a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes a parliamentary in-
quiry. . The gentleman will state it.

Mr, SHATTUC. I have, twice.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the Chair did not understand it and
asks the Bﬁntleman kindly to repeat it.

Mr. SHATTUC. I wantto know the parliamentary situation.
Have we not already agreed fo the amendment as offered by the
gentleman from Indiana? )

The CHAIRMAN, The committee did agree to it, but the gen-
tleman from Utah offers a further amendment to the paragraph,
which is being reduced to writing. .

Mr. SHATTUC, I withdraw my inquiry, Mr. Chairman.
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Mr. MANN. Imake the point of order against the amendment
suggested by the gentleman from Utah, that it has not been pre-
sented in writing and thatit isnot the duty of the Clerk to reduce
it to writing nor the duty of the committee to wait upon the gen-
tleman toreduce it to writ‘in%.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, theamendment has now been reduced
to writing and the Clerk is ready to report it. The Chair over-
rules the point of order, and the Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert at the end of the amendment just adopted the following:

*And that no person shall be np?ointedat&mcher or trustee inany such col-
lege who has been engaged in any lynching, and until proof shall have bean
furnished tothe satisfaction of the Secretary of Agriculture thatsuch teacher
or trustee has not been guilty of adultery or fornication.”

Mr. GROSVENOR. A point of order; half a dozen points of
order. [Laughter.] Thisisa general appropriation bill, and this
is an expansion of the operation and not a limitation upon it.
And it is, of conrse, new legislation. Beyond that and above that
it undertakes to establish a rule of evidence by an amendment
upon an appropriation bill; a rule of evidence that undertakes to
say that the burden of proof, proof that he is not guilty, shall be
upon the applicant for a position. Then 1 make to the Chair this
goposition, that it is an entirety, and that a portion of it being

yond doubt out of order, it goes to the whole amendment,

Mr, KING. Mr, Chairman, I will confess that if the Chair had
not ruled that the amendment offered by the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. Lanpis] was in order I would join with my friend
from Ohio in his contention. But it has just been decided that
his amendment was not obnoxious to the rules, thongh it was of-
fered to an a p’;opriat.ion bill. As I understand——

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair state to the gentleman that
the ruling on the other amendment was that that was a limitation
upon the appropriation—providing that no part of this ap?ropria.-
tion shall paid to the agricultural college, in general terms,
until it was ascertained that no teacher or trustee was a polyg-
amist. That is a general statement of that amendment. That
was a limitation upon the appropriation. Then comes this inde-
pendent proposition, involving legislation.

Mr. KING. It seems to me that fhe amendment just sug-
gested is a limitation as much as the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Indiana. This amendment seeks to inhibit the
payment of the appropriation, until it shall be determined that
certain persons are not employed as trustees or teachers in the
college. In principle there can be no difference between the two
amendments when assailed by a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. .

Mr. KING. lofferthefollowingamendment. Amend byadd-
ing to line 2 on page 89:

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be available for the
ag'ricultnra] college of Utah or any other State or Territory until the Sec-
retary of Agriculture shall be satistied and shall so certify to the Secljn:ar?
of the Treasury that no trustee, officer, instructor, or employee of said col-
lege is engaged in the practice of polygamy or polygamous relations or is
guilty of adultery or fornication.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that the same
objection lies to this. That is making a duty, casting a dutyupon
the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the character of
teachers in t{e institution out there; and not only that, but all
over the United States.

The gentleman objected to the other amendment because if
cast an aspersion against the teachers of the agricultural colle,
in Utah. Now he seems to cast an aspersion against the whole
people out there, but I am sure he does not mean this.

If the gentleman will argue this question like a lawyer, I will
groceed with my argument., He moves a provision which casts a

uty upon the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the char-
acter of all the teachers and trustees of all agricultural colleges
thronghout the United States. Is there any law requiring that
now? If not, then it is new legislation, clearly and beyond doubt,.
Then he is to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury, who, act-
ing upon that certificate, is to pay the moeney thus appropriated
in this bill to the agricultural colleges. It is not necessary to
pursue the argunment any further,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. A momentago
the gentleman from Indiana offered an amendment——

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, before the Chair rules, I desire to
eliminate from the amendment which I offered the words * and
all other States and Territories,” limiting it to Utah and Indiana.
%Lau ghter.] In view of the fact that the amendment striking at

tah was offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, LaANDIS] I
think in fairness I should only seek to include Indiana.

Mr. SHATTUC. I object.

Mr. KING. So that it will read ** Utah and Indiana.”

The CHAIRMAN. A moment ago the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr, Laxpis] offered the following amendment:

Amend by adding after line 2, page 59:

* Providing that no part of this appropriation shall be available for the
Agricultural College of Utah until the Secretary of Agriculture shall be sat-

isfled, and shall so certify to the Secratary of the Treasury, that no trusteas,

officer, teacher, or employee of the State college has engaged in the practice
of polygamy or polygamous relations.”

And the Chair decided that that was in order as a limitation to
the appropriation. There seems to be abundant precedents for
that ruling. Now, this amendment is similar in character. Itis
a limitation to the appropriation. The only question in the mind
of the Chair in reference to it is that it seems to modify the amend-
ment already adopted. The committee has adopted one amend-
ment in reference to limiting this appropriation, and this is an-
other limit on the same appropriation.

Mr. KING. No, Mr. Chairman; it broadens it.

The CHAIRMAN. The onlg question the Chair has is whether
this is not & modification of the amendment already adopted by
the committee, offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 1t is the
impression of the Chair, if that is true, that this amendment wounld
not be in order, and upon that point the Chair would like to hear
the gentleman from Utah,

Mr, KING. If there is any question in the mind of the Chairin
respect to that matter, I desire permission to strike out the word
““Utah ” and insert the word ** Indiana,” so that it will not be sub-
ject to the objection that it is a modification or limitation of a
proposition already affirmatively acted upon. Besides, Mr. Chair-
man, I will not be concerned if Utah is left out.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
considered as modified, The Chair hears no objection, and in the
modified form, in the opinion of the Chair, the amendment is in
order. KELanght,er and applause.]

Mr. KING. Mr, Chairman, I want to make a confession that
I do not expect nor do I desirethe amendment just offered to be
adopted. It has not been my desire that any of the amendments
which I have suggested should prevail. I tendered them for the
purpose of accentuating the folly and absurdity of the proposition
offered by my friend from Indiana, and thereby, if possible, call-
ing the attention of members to the mistake which, in my opinion,
was being made.

I am opposed to any interposition by Congress in the matter of
the control of our agricultural colleges, If weadopt the precedent
of having investigations instituted to ascertain the marital rela-
tions of employees in the agricultural colleges, why not widen the
circle and pass upon their moral qualifications? {f the Govern-
ment is to inquire into their polygamoas relations, why not ascer-
tain whether they are living in adulterous association?

Mr. Chairman, these colleges are for the children of the varions
States and Territories. They are controlled by the people therein.
It is un-American, unrepublican, and indefensibly paternalistic
for Congress to obtrude itself into these institutions of learning
and say who shall be the employees or trustees therein.

I am not here to defend polygamy; nor would my constituents
desire me to do so. Mr., Chalrman, this specter of polygamy
which is eeSesrictdically paraded before the people of the United
States need not frighten anyone.

As an institution among the people of the dominant church in
the State of Utah, it is not only doomed, but it is dead. Long be-
fore the death of the century so reverently laid to rest but a few
short days ago the hand of death was laid upon it. In good faith
the Mormon people accepted the judgment of the people of this
great nation upon this question. My friend speaks of the senti-
ment against the geople of Utah because of the belief that this
system is not abandoned. If there is such a feeling of resentment
toward them it is unjust to the people of Utah.

Mr. Chairman, on the 24th day of July, 1847, a band of pioneers
looked ouft ngon the Dead Sea of theintermountain region. They
were descendants of Revolutionary sires and Pilgrim fathers.
They were seeking a land for their coreligionists—a land where
they might have peace and rest. And then the exodus from the
Mississippi Valley continued to this ‘‘ promised land.” Of their
sufferings and sorrows, of their tears and woes, I need say but
little. They speak more eloquently than my feeble voice. The
wild and trackless plains were reddened by their bleeding feet,
and the inhospitable deserts and frowning mountains welcomed
them to cold and nnmarked graves.

Invineible in their determination, heroic in their bearing, they
met trial and peril and starvation and death. But they knew not
fear or defeat and laid the foundations of a splendid Common-
wealth, They laid unyielding hands upon the dry and sterile
lands and compelled frowning nature to smile and unfruitful des-
erts to surrender rich benefactions. And they were Americans
and loved the flag of their country. They unfolded our nation’s
}mndner upon the mountain heightsof an unconquered and unceded

and.

Admission into the Union was sought not once, but time and
time again. From the growing East thousands found their way
to this newland and contributed their full portion to the growin
State. Themountain streams were turned upon the parched land,
the system of modern irrigation was established and given to the
world, industries were developed, the mountain fastnesses were




1901.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1699

struck by the strong arm of the rugged and fearless miner and there
leaped forth the stream of mineral wealth that enriched not only
the people of Utah, but all classes within ounr nation’s border;
cities were founded, schoolhouses builded, and a mighty State
erected.

Mr. Chairman, it is a people who have done all these things and
more who are now uassailed. Theyarea cEm-l: of this nation; they
are bone of its bone and blood of its blood. For its advancement
and glory they would esteem as naught the greatest sacrifice.
This Government is by them regarded as God’s patrimony to His
children, the legacy of His love, the imperishable crown upon Lib-
erty’s brow that will shine with ineffable splendor until the coming
of the ‘‘perfect day.” -

The people of my faith—of the dominant church in Utah—do
not desire isolation. They want to stand side by side with the
loyal, patriotic citizens of our land, meeting with courage the

oblems of the hour, the dangers of the years, and the full responsi-
ilities of the most glorious citizenship the world has ever seen.

We have had and still have our local differences and domestic
infelicities. But the years bring a better understanding; peace
is in our midst; fraternal affection binds us together, and with
confidence in the future the people of Utah—Mormon and Gen-
tile—hail the coming day.

1 beg of my friends not tolook askance upon us, not to constantly
oint to Utah as something different from the rest of the Union.
n this request I speak for all classes of this fair young State.

Can not my Republican friends commit to the hands of the Repub-
licans in Utah the management of this institution of learning?

Do not affront the Republican governor of Utah and the Re-
publican board which has control of the college.

In the adoption of my friend’s amendment there is an implied
condemnation of the governor of my State, and this I resent.
I desire to testify to the high character and standing of Governor
Heber M. Wells,. No more patriotic man can be found within
the Republican party. He loves his State, and her welfare and
good name are dear to him. The Eerao_ns named by him to man-
age the Agricultural College stand high in the esteem of all classes,

Non-Mormons as well as Mormons were appointed upon the
board. They have given loyal service to the institution. The
have lovingly watched its growth and increasing power for good,
and to-day the Agricultural College of Utah ranks with any sim-
ilar institntion in the Union. Is it fair or just to now assail this
institution and to attack the earnest, faithful officials whose labors
have contributed in such a remarkable degree to the perfection of
this important educational institution? And is it right to affront
the people of Utah, to single them out, and make them the sub-
jects of undeserved and undesired notoriety?

If my friend from Indiana feels that a crusade should be inau-
urabeg against polygamy, let him bring forth a proper measure
ealing broadly with the entire subject asa seﬁarate and complete
roposition, and I promise him that if no rights of the sovereign

gtates are invaded the gentleman from Utah and the people of
Utah will offer no opposition and will support such legislation as
will satisfy the conscience and jndimont of the honest, patriotic
people of the United States. CLApp use on the Democratic side. |

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, about a year ago there was
very great excitement throughont the United States jmwmg ouf
of the allegation that was made that certain Federal officers in
the State of Utah were polygamists, and that they had been ap-

inted by a Republican Administration. Thatagitationcameup
in connection with, or contemporary in point of time with, the
discussion in regard to the seating of the member-elect from that
State. The House of Representatives, acting with promptness,
did what it could to remove the stigma from the State of Utah by
the rejection of their member of the House, and they seemed to
acquiesce in the action of the House by sending here a member
ve;g;&acceptable, so far as any question of that character could be
raised.

But it was thereupon widely circulated throughout the United
States that the crime of polygamy was not only not exterminated
in Utah, but that it was growing in power, growing in the num-
ber of persons engaged in the practice, and growing by the ex-
tension of their power over the adjoining States. So strong has
grown this prejudice or this feeling—call it what you may—that
within a few days a great assemblage of people in the eastern

ortion of the country received letters of instruction from men
ike ex-Senator Edmunds, and proceeded to urge again upon
Congress the adoption of a constitutional amendment.

I ought to say that following immediately npon the excitement
growing out of the Roberts case a constitutional amendment was
offered here, and I for one opposed it—did what I conld to have it

defeated—Dbecanse I do not approve of constitutional amendments
as remedies for all the evils and ills that grow up in this country.
I believe that statute law ought to take care of the crimes of the
country rather than constitutional provisions, and especially con-
stitutional provisions that are ingrafted upon the law of the land
in such excitement as there was in the Roberts case.

Now, for our action on that question myself and many others
were sharply criticised; and a very distinguished man—distin-
guished by himself at least; a representative of one of the Protest-
ant churches of that State—through the newspapers, not only of
Utah, but of my own Congressional district, abused me shame-
fully and persistently—almost as much as the Representative from
Utahhas done to-day—because I opposed the constitutional amend-
ment; and it was said that the power of polygamy had finally
dominated the House of Representatives. 1 did not observe that
the effect of that gentleman’s abuse was very serious in the fall
of last year.

Now, what has bappened here? With this feeling all over the
country, we come up to this proposition introduced by the Rep-
resentative from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS|. I am nofresponsible for
its introduction, but I must vote for it. The gentleman from
Utah says that there is nosuch thing as polygamy in Utah. Then
who is to be harmed? Is it injurious to the people of Utah to
make a suggestion that at some time there was polygamy there?
The gentleman knows perfectly well the history of his own State;
the world at large knows that history, and while I accept his
statement that the opposition of the church in Utah is being
hurled against the further practice of this crime, nevertheless
there is that prejudice among the people of this country that
would drive us here in the House of Representatives to be at least
very careful lest we come again under the suspicion that we are
unwilling to do anything by constitutional amendment or other-
wise to put the seal of our condemnation upon the crime of po-

lyﬁmy.
e CHATIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has

expired.

E{r. GROSVENOR, I ask for two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none,

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now comes the suggestion that Indiana
shall be named in this provision on the subject of fpo ygamy.
‘Was there ever polygamy in Indiana? I never heard of it. Were
there ever polygamous marriages among the officials of the Agri-
cultural College of Indiana? Inever heard ofit. Doesthe gentle-
man from Utah say that there never was a Dpolygamist in power
or in office in the Agricultural College of Utah? If he say
that, the two situations are alike. But if he will not say it—and
knowing him as I do, I know he will not say it—then it becomes
manifest at once that the two States in their condition in this re-
spect are wide apart.

This is all I desire tosay. I do not vote for this amendment
with any view to assailing the people of Utah. I protected them
so far as I could in the progress of the matters that have come
before the House, and I rejoice with the gentleman from Utah
and with all civilization that Utah is improving. But now that
this question has come here, I do not see how we can avoid the
issune. And as to this amendment of the gentleman from Utah,
nunless he will say that it has some application, that it is in some
way pertinent, that there is some purpose to be achieved beyond
the mere shaking of the legislative fist in the face of Indiana, I
surely will vote against the amendment.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am in entire accord
with nearly everything that has been said by the gentleman from
Utah. I voted with him against the resolution offered by my col-
league from Indiana [Mr. LiaN Dls]ﬁ I voted against it gecause I
did not believe if fair to stab the character of the people of Utah
without any opportunity on their part to be heard. I[f any gen-
tleman has any charge to make and desires an investigation, I will
vote for it. Iwill go further. If theconstitutional amendmentis
presented, I will vote for that. But on an appropriation bill, when
there is no charge and no.opportunity of a hearing by the people
of the State of Utah, to make this insinuation is unfair. I do not
believe in making public sentiment in any such way. Hence I
voted against the resolution.

1 apFroveﬂ the amendment offered by the gentleman from Utah
when I thought it had a legitimate purpose, the purpose being that
he might be heard for a few minutes in defense of that educa-
tional institution in his State and the people who cow'd only be
heard through him, After he has done that I think the amend-
ment has served its full purpose, and I beg the gentleman, quoting
his own langu when he says the resolution offered against the
institution in Utah is an affront to that institution and to all the
people of the State—I beg him to remember that his resolution
now, if he persists in it, becomes as much of an affront to the peo-
{_ﬂe of Indiana and to that noble institution, the Agricultural Col-
egeof Indiana—not situated in my district, but over at Lafayette—
whose professorship is above suspicion, where over 1,000 bright
young men and women are being educated; and I know the gen-
tleman from Utah wounld not by this resolution cast any suspicion
either npon the people of the State of Indiana or the professorship
of that great institution or the young people receiving their edu-
cation there. ;

For that reason I beg the gentleman, unless he desires to cast
such an insinuation—the resolution having served his purpose, and
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he having been permitted to make his speech—I ask him to with-
draw the resolution and not cast this nunjust insinuation becanse
rchance he and one of the R:&)reaentaﬁves from Indiana [Mr.

ANDIS| may have crossed swords on the subject of the original
resolution. If heinsists on the amendment, I hope this House will
vote it down without a dissenting vote.

Mr, KinGg and Mr. WapsworTH addressed the Chair.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will yleld to either gentleman who
desires if.

Mr. KING. I thought the gentleman had concluded.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I have no desire to proceed further,
Mr. Chairman.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that all
debate upon the pending paragraph be closed.

Mr. KING. Iwouldlike a little additional time, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I trust the gentleman from New
York will listen to the ge t eman from Utah.

Mr. WADSWORTH. \ ell, we havedonesotwoor three times
already, and I think we had better proceed with the bill.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. Imove tostrikeout of theamend-
ment of the gentleman from Utah the word ** Indiana” and insert
the words ‘““any State.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first put the motion of the
gentleman from New York that debate be closed upon the pending
paragraph, which includes amendments to the same.

The motion was to.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana., Now, I movetoamend the amend-
ment by striking out the word *Indiana” and inserting *any
State.” I will briefly state that I offer no affront——

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that
under the order of the committee no debate is in order.

The Clerk will report the amendment suggested by the gentle-
man from Indiana.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the word " Indiana' and insert the words “any State."

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment
was rejected.

The question recurred on the amendment proposed by Mr. Kixa.

Mr. G. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for three
minutes on this amendment.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the question is on
agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to withdraw the amend-
ment ¥ have just offered.

The CHAIRMAN, That has been voted down.

Mr. KING. I thounght the question was on the motion of the
gentleman from Indiana.

The CHAIRMAN. No; both of the amendments were voted
down. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Irrigation investigations: Toenable the Secretary of Agriculture to inves-
tigate and report upon the laws and institutions relating to irrigation and
upon the use of irrigation waters, with especial suggestions of better methods
for the utilization of irrigation waters in agriculture than those in common
use, and for the preparation, printing, and illustraticn of reports and bulle-
tins on irrigation; and the agricultural experiment stations are hereby au-
thorized and directed to cooperate with tho Secretary of Agriculture in car-
rying out said investigations in such manner and to such extent as may be
warranted by a due regard to the varying conditions and needs of the re-
spective States and Territories as may be mutually agreed upon, $50,000.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I movetostrike
out the last word.

I do this not in the way of attemptiu%a criticism on the appro-
priation made in this paragraph of the bill, but for the purpose of
calling the attention of the House to the alarming condition in
which we find ourselves in the various appropriation bills on the
subject-matter of this paragraph of the bill.

I find that the river and ha:Eor bill was sought to be amended
by a paragraph proposing not only the investigation of the irriga-
tion question, but also the actual construction of reservoirs for the
purposes of irrigation. The Indian bill comes back from the Sen-
ate with an important amendment on the same subject. We find
that upon the sundry civil bill for many years we have undertaken
an investigation of the same subject, and now again we find here
upon the Agricultural appropriation bill a provision for the further
investigation of this question.

I desire to call the attention of the House as briefly as I can to
the history of this series of expenditures or experiments. We be-
gan them in 15888 by a law which directed the Geological Survey
to make an examination of the arid regions of the United States
as to the natural advantages they afforded for the storage of water
for irrigation purposes. That was followed by the appropria-
tion—by two appropriations, one for $100,000 and one for $230,-
000—which %ppm riations were also followed by a law which per-
mitted the United States to withdraw from entry such part of
the public lands as would be available for reservoir gites, And

under that provision of law—before it was repealed—many valu-
able sites for that purpose were withdrawn from entry.

That provision has now been repealed, but the authority on the
part of the Geological Survey to continue the investigation still
continues, We began in 1895, in the sundry civil appropriation
bill, with an appropriation of $12,500 for the investigation of this
question. That has gone on from year to year, increasing, until
in the sundry civil bill of last year we appropriated $100,000 addi-
tional for the same purpose; and in the estimates submitted to
Congress by the Department this year an appropriation of §175,000
more is asked for. I do mot know how much we have expended
in the annual Agricultural appropriation bills. 1 do know, how-
ever, that some time in the nineties we began with an appropria-
tion of $6,000 for that purpose; and we find that appropriation has
swollen so that it has bscome in this bill $50.000. I think, first
and last, we have probably appropriated for the purpose of inves- .
tigation well up to a million dollars.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I should like
five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex-
tended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not make any complaint,
Mr, Chairman, of the investigation of this great subject. I do
not undertake to say now that it is a work which the National
Government should not undertake, but I do make this assertion,
that if it is nndertaken it should be nndertaken after deliberation
gn_d in a manner by which Congress shall know exactly what it is

oing. :

Those who have studied the history of appropriation bills know
very well how great undertakings have grown up with the simple
foundation of a sentence in an appropriation bill. The great
Library that we have across here began one hundred years ago by
appropriating $5,000 for a few books to be collected for the use of
Congress. The Fish Commission began with an appropriation of
a few thonsand dollars, and the appointment of a scientific person
for the purpose of considering the question of the propagation of
fish. It has grown nowso that the yearly bill for its support, not
taking into account the lobster hatchery which my friend from
Maine [Mr. LiTTLEFIELD] established the other day, has grown to
be $500,000. These examples, which might be multiplied, call
upon us to consider carefully the langunage of every appropriation
ﬁill and the tendency which every appropriation made by Congress

as,

I do not at the Er&sent time say that this work ought not to be
undertaken b{l the General Government, but I do say that we
ought tostop these expenditures for mere investigation. We have
investigated, investigated, investigated, and investigated again.
Congress never can act intelligently upon a subject of this da
upon an appropriation bill, If we are todo this work at all, if we
are to be led into the uncertainty of expenditure which it would
undoubtedly bring about, then let it be done deliberately and in-
telligently. Let the Committee onthe Public Lands, let the Com-
mittee on the Irrigation of Arid Lands, or let any committee which
has jurisdiction of the subject-matter report a bill upon the ques-
tion, submit it to the action of the House, and let there be deliber-
ate action upon it. I'or one, I am done with these continued ap-
propriations in different bills for investigation. No one knows
when we shall be actually eng: in the doing of this work under
language which may be concealed in the provisions of an appro-
priation bill,

Before we know it the country will be engaged in the execution
of the work of irrigating the arid lands, without ever having de-
liberated npon it, without ever having determined npon it. It is
time for nusto cry ‘“ Halt!” uponthese investigation, to cry ** Halt! "
upon these experiments which are merely a means devised to lead
us to the adoption of a great policy, with an unmeasured burden
of appropriation. Ifelt it my duty, having examined this subject
somewhat, althoungh I disclaim any convictions as to the merits—
having examined the method of appropriation, I felt it my duty
to call the attention of individual members of the House to a great
gquestion which within the near future we must face, and which
we should face intfelligently and not by indirection.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr, Chairman, Iam very glad that the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has called attention to this question,
I think myself that the time for action upon a comprehensive plan
has arrived. I recognize the value of the investigations which
have been going on regarding irrigation for the past ten or fifteen
years, but the result o% those investigations is that the Geological
Survey is now in possession of the facts which enable it to present
to the House of presentatives a comprehensive plan of action.

Of course examination and observation must go on with the
work of construction. Appropriations for investigation and ex-
amination will be necessary in the future as they have been in the

ast; but the work of construction should, in my judgment, as
in the judgment of all men who are informed upon this subject,
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commence now. It has been delayed too long. The people of the
intermountain region and the Pacific coast region have been
clamoring at the doors of Congress for fifteen years for some ac-
tion regarding the public domain, which embraces nearly a third
of the area of the United States. the public dcmain in an arid or
semiarid region, where the conditions with reference to agricul-
ture differ from those prevailing in the public domain which has
thus far been settled.

There the rains do not fall from the heavens upon the land and
supply the moisture needed for cultivation of the soil. The snows
fall upon the mountains, meltin the spring, and the waters coming
from them are precipitated down the streams into the plains, and
there are made use of for the purposeof irrigation. The difficulty
is that the streams are swollen in the early spring, when water is
least required, and are reduced to nothing in July and Aungust,

-when water is most required.
The question is as to whether the Government will put its own
-lands into condition for settlement and cultivation by maintain-
ing an equal and sustained flow of the stream by storing the water
at the sources of the streams, holding it there on tap, and letting
it out into the streams with scientific acenracy as it is required for
agricultural purposes. Now, there are three ways of proceeding
with this matter by Government enterprise.

Oune is to fashion a bill resembling the river and harbor bill.
That bill has two classes of expenditures, one class involving sim-
ply the expenditure for the construction of public works upon
rivers that have been projected by the Engineer Corps of the
Army, with completed plans and estimates. The other class of ex-
penditures provided for by that bill covers simply an investigation
of the feasibility and practical worth of the project, accompanied
by plans and estimates. Members of Congress, representing their
districts, go to the River and Harbor Committee and present a
project for a public improvement upon a river or harbor, and a
survey is anthorized by the War Department, to be accompanied
by plans and estimates, which later on are acted npon by the com-
mittee and later on by the House in the shape of appropriations
for actual construction.

Now, such a bill involves apgropriations out of the public
Treasury for putting the public domain into condition for settle-
ment. e of the West insist npon it that it is a governmental
measure warranting an appropriation from the General Treasury,
I will not enter, however, into the details upon which we base
this claim. I will come to the consideration of the other kinds of
bills which embrace this subject.

Another form of bill is illustrated by the one presented by the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH], in which he proposes
that the Government should make an appropriation of $1,000,000
for four complete. reservoir systems in each of the arid or semi-
arid States—thirteen in number—to be constructed under the
direction of the Geological Survey, and providing that the lands
subject to these reservoirs and to be reclaimed by them shall have
an additional charge fixed upon them, which will be in a measure
compensatory for the expenditure made. Another plan is this,
and it is embodied in a bill—

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man may have five minnutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks nunani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Nevada be ex-
tended five minates. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Another plan, presented by a bill which

I have introduced, absolutely relieves the Federal Treasury of
any demand for appropriations. It provides that all the moneys
coming from the sales of public lands in the arid or semiarid

. States shall go into and form a special fund in the Treasury, to be
called the * arid-land reclamation fund,” commencing with the
proceeds of sales during the present fiscal year.

It then provides that the Secretary of the Interior, with the aid
and assistance of the Geological Survey, shall make plans and
estimates for the construction of storage reservoirs and hydraulic
works, which estimate shall include the area that can beirrigated
by them: that when the plan for a particular project is perfected
and adopted by the Interior Department as feasible, the lands in-
cluded in the reservoir sites and essential for the hydraulic work
shall be withdrawn from general entry, and also that the public
lands embraced within the area of the benefit of this particular
storage system, subject toreclamation from it, shall also be with-
drawn from general entry, and shall only be subject to entry
under the act.

The act then provides that contracts for the work shall be let
either for the whole or part, and that no contracts shall be let

. unless money sufficient for gaymant is then in the arid-land re-
clamation fund; that when the project is completed, the entire cost

shall be ascertained and fixed pro rata upon tﬁa acreage benefited,

and that the lands may be entered nunder the homestead law in
tracts not exceeding 80 acres, and that water rights shall be sold at

a price compensatory, when all the land is entered and the water
rights are sold, of the amount expended upon the storage system,
The water right is to be paid in ten equal annnal installments by
the settler.

The bill also provides that no man shall be entitled to enter
more than 80 acres, and that a less amount may be prescribed by
the Secretary of the Interior, according to the character of the
land—its richness, fertility, and adaptability to certain forms of
intense cultivation. It provides also that if there is more water
than is required for the public lands—and there are lands within
reach in private occupancy subject to this reclamation scheme—
that the occupants of these lands can secure water rights at the
same Frice as that paid by thesettler, payable also in ten annual
installments, with a provision also that no occupant of private
lands can secure a water right for more than 80 acres.

The purpose of the bill is to prevent the monopoly of land in the
settlement of public lands, and also to prevent these great tracts
of land now under private ownership from obtaining water rights
from the Government which will encourage monopolistic hold-
ings. It inaugurates the policy which will make it to the interest
of the holders of large tracts to divide them up into small farms
of 80 acres, in order that the purchasers may avail themselves of
the act and secure water rights. It doesnot compel the settlement
of these large tracts which have been secured under improvident
laws, but it makes it to the interest of their owners to divide them
up. The aim of the act is to prevent monopoly of every form, to
open up the public domain to actual settlers who desire homes,
and to disintegrate the monopolistic holdings of land that prevail
on the Pacific coast and in the intermountain region.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. How would it strike the gentle-
man from Nevada as a governmental policy to appropriate out
of the Treasury money for the reclaiming of wet lands that are
fertile in other States?

Mr. NEWLANDS. If these lands are public lands, there can
be no question about the wisdom of it. If i1tis necessary, as in the
case of the arid land, in order to promote settlement the Govern-
ment, like any other owner of land,is warranted in pursuing a
policy that will promote the utilization of its lands.

The CHAIR. . The time of the gentleman from Nevada
has expired.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask for two minutes.more.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentle-
man will be extended two minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. NEWLANDS. It would be entirely proper if these swamp
lands were public lands, If would be the duty, the right, and the
obligation of the Government to put these public lands in condi-
tion for settlement.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman recognizes that
there are millions of acres of such lands in the country, and this
iaau:Ie Government policy would carry appropriations for those

ands.

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Government has time and again given
large tracts to the States for reclaiming them.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. For the States to reclaim them?

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is another form of aplnropriat.ion.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Would the gentleman from Ne-
vada take the arid lands and have them reclaimed by the States?

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; we object to granting the arid lands
to the States, and for this reason: We feel sure that the trust will
be improvidently exercised by the Stage. Many States are too
poor to enter upon the reclamation, and the result would be that
the land would be improvidently granted and given over to these
monopolistic holdings which now prevail. We claim that it is
the aim of the Government to promote these small holdings for
the small settlers.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts,
for a question?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman think that
the management of these arid lands would be more improvident
and unintelligent under the State than by the action of Congress?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It seems to me that is a reflec-
tion upon the gentleman’s own State.

Mr. NEWLANDS. No;itis not. It issimply a recognition of
the fact that many of the arid States have neither the funds with
which to commence reclamation or the scientific knowledge and
information at their command essential to the provident utiliza-
tion of the grant. It is a recognition of the fact that the Govern-
ment, dealing with the entire public domain regardless of State
lines, is better equipped to carry out a comprehensive plan than
the State, which has to plan regarding streams whose sources are
in an adjoining State, and thus beyond its jurisdiction and con-
trol, and of the fact that the very limitation of State lines will
compel an improvident use of the grant.

It is a recognition of the fact that the Government has for

‘Will the gentleman yield to me
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twenty years been training a®body of scientific men in the Geo-
logical Survey for this very work—a corps unsurpassed in the
world so far as regards education, scientific knowledge, and prac-
tical experience, and that it would be a blunder amounting to a
crime to substitute for the accumulated experiences and intelli-
nt and comprehensive work of this corps the inexperience of in-
ividual States and Territories operating under the most embar-
rassing limitations.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nevada
has expired. 2

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Chairman, the item under discussion is
an appropriation of $50,000 for the purpose of carrying on irriga-
tion investigation in the Department of Agriculture. Whatever
may be said with regard to appropriations which have been made
in the past for irrigation investigation or survey by other branches
of the Government, this item is properly on an agricultural ap-
gropriation bill, and, in my opinion, should not only remain here,

ut be largely increased,

One-third of the entire continental domain of the United States
is arid, and in this region the (Government owns 550,000,000 acres
of land. Within this vast territory agriculture is carried on only
by irrigation and under irrigation methods. This bill carrying
appropriations for the Agricultural Department contains only this
one item for the direct bemefit of the people of one-third of the
area of these United States engaged in agriculture by irrigation.
The item, and the work carried on under the item, doesnot conflict
in any respect with appropriations carried on other bills for the
purpose of irrigation survey. Theinvestigations carried on under
this item are investigations relative to the use of water in agri-
cultnre. The investigations carried on by the item in the Bungrry
civil bill are investigations relative to the water supply of thearid
regions, one being an investigation of water supply above the
irrigating canal and the other being an investigation and study of
the use of the water after it flows from the irrigating canal.

It matters not, Mr. Chairman, what the future policy of this
Government may be relative to the reclamation of the great arid
West, whether that reclamation shall be accomplished by private
effort, under State management, or by apgropriations from the
Federal Treasury, or, what is more probable, by a combination
of these agencies. Whatever we may do with regard to the arid
lands, this appropriation should always remain in this bill, be-
cause it is an appropriation for the investigation of the questions
relating to agriculture under irrigation, and those questions will
continue to arise for settlement until as a people we have com-
pletely mastered the ancient and iniricate art of irrigation; and
this work should go on no matter through what agency actual
reclamation may be accomplished.

Mr. Chairman, years ago there was an effort made by the people
of the West to secure the cession of the arid lands within the
borders of the various States to those States. Iam informed that
that effort received but little encouragement within this body.
We of the West have taken it for granted that it is the settled

licy of the Government that those lands sghall remain under

vernment control and shall not pass under the control of the
States. Woe say, therefore, that if the Government is to retain its
control over these lands and its ownership of them, then it be-
comes the duty of the Government to fit these lands for settle-
ment; for certainly it will not be maintained for a moment by any
man on this floor that a third of this continent should remain, so
far as the greater part of its area is concerned, forever a desert.

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MONDELL. I ask five minutes more,

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen-
tleman be allowed to proceed for five minutes more, The Chair
hears no objection.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not entirely agree with
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] touching the gues-
tion of State ownership and control of the arid lands. I have so
high an opinion of the people in the region in which I live and of
their intelligence and their civic honesty that I believe they could
be trusted to manage, and manage intelligently, the manifold
and diversified questions of the development of their lands if the
lands were ceded to the States, though I fully appreciate the fact
that there are some questions of reclamation which would be dif-
ficult to settle in a satisfactory way with the lands under State
control. But we have been told that the lands will not be ceded.

We have ceased the discussion of that question. I believe that
if they were ceded they would be intelligently managed. I be-
lieve that the States themselves would by legislation provide
slowly but surely for their reclamation and settlement and their
division into small farms. But the requests of the people of the
West in this direction having been refused, we now come before
Congress, not in this item, for this itemn has no connection what-
ever with the question of Government aid in reclamation of arid
lands—itis a dproper item here whether the Government is to re-
claim the arid lands or not—but speaking to the larger question as

to the future of the arid lands of the West, we say that if the Na-
tional Government insists on continuing in control and owner-
ship of these lands it is the duty of the National Government to
make it possible for the peoble to develop them.

1 for one do not believe that it is the province of the (Government
to actually reclaim the lands of the West by the construction of
diverting and distribnting works. But if the Government is to
continue to own and control 550,000,000 acres of Western lands
having little value except as values are placed on them by the ap-
plication of water, then it becomes the duty of the Government
to make all the water the Almighty provides in that region avail-
able for the purposes of irrigation by the conservation in storage
reservoirs of the waters which now run to waste in times of flood
and freshet. In my opinion this is a proper governmental ex-
pendifure, and an expenditure which this Congress, in my judg-
ment, will some day undertake and must undertake if the develop-
ment of the Western third of our country shall continue and the
public lands remain in the ownership of the Government until
passed into private ownership.

[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr, BELL., Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts
Mr. Moopy], in speaking of this expenditure, must bear in mind
at it is a general expenditure relative to agriculture in the arid
part of the country. Therefore it does not involve the particular
question of the Government reclamation. But the House and the
country are now up to the idea of dealing with the great arid do-
main in some way. The Government will have to deal with it in
some form. We have had Government officers in charge of this
land now for nearly twenty years or quite thatlong, They have
studied these lands, they have studied the history of like lands in
every country in the world, and they tell me that there is no coun-
try on earth having such lands to any great extent that has not
reclaimed them by government expenditure.

The Hydrographer of this Government tells me that Australia,
India, Italy. and every other arid-land country has had this
question to deal with. First, the citizens of those countries spent
many millions of dollars in an attempt to solve the problem and
failed. Then the government has taken it up and made it suc-
ceed splendidly. He tells me that Australia has just given up
private enterprise in this direction as a failure, and the minister
of that government corresponding as nearly as may be to our
Secretary of State says that the American people have made a
woful failure in their policy of dealing with the arid lands, and
he has recently recommended the government of Australia to
enter npon the arid lands of that country and put them in such
shape that the people can handle them.

ow, I have never contended that the Government must run
these great enterprises. What we insist upon is that the Govern-
ment shonld find ont these reservoir sites, which it is doing, and
make estimates, and that it should build the reservoirs, Then, I
say, put a price on these lands. I do not care if you put $10 an
acre upon the best of them, with a good, abundant water right,
and let these poor home seekers have ten years, with annual pay-
ments of a dollar a year per acre on those lands, and let them pay
the Government back. They can do this. And I wonld say to
our friends in Massachusetts and in Pennsylvania that they will
find reclamation will furnish them the cheapest and the best mar-
ket they ever had. You can build up a market cheaper and you
can find commerce cheaper and with less expenditure in the arid
domain than in any other place in the United States or beyond
the United States.

That land is valuable beyond calculation. You say, ““ Why do
not the States take it?” I say to you these Western States have
had a hard time since 1803. It has been almost impossible for the
States having the greatest area of arid land to pay their running
expensesand build all of their new State buildings and institutions.
But, if a great governmenf, having immense resources, would
adopt a comprehensive plan, and, after doing what I suggest,
would sell the land to citizens, including the water right, for §10
an acre, payable §1 a year for ten years, they could take care of
that. In our part of the country they conld. But no single citi-
zen and no community of citizens can now go in and reclaim
those arid lands.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired,

Mr. BELL, Mr. Chairman, I should like to have five minutes

more.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman asks nnanimous consent that
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, BELL. They tell me thatin India the British Government,
or the government of India, hasspent over $100,000,000 in reclaim-
ing the arid lands there. Onur friends seem to think that we out
in that new country can make this reclamation. I want to state
to you some of the difficulfies with which we have to contend.
‘We have had to build Statehouses, schoolhouses, asylums, county
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and city buildings, roads, and bridges incident to a new country
ywhich has and will for years exhaust our resources,

You say, and rightly say, that we shall not permit these lands
to be monopolized. Now, the only way the people of these arid
regions can possibly reclaim these lands would be to tarn it over
to them and let them raise money on the prospective value of these
lands when reclamation was completed. That has been attempted
here, and has been attempted elsewhere; but the pecple of the
United States are opposed to permitting these valuable lands to
be monopolized. They realize that the cheapest government of
this nation isin building homes throughout the arid regions of
this country. Now, under the Carey Act, that is im ible. If
the Carey Act had no limitations, if the Carey Act said that Colo-
rado might reclaim a million acres of ground, that we might take
the ground, that we might obligate the ground to pay the expenses,
we might do it; but they require the State to advance the money;
they require the State to first make the expenditure and take the
lands afterwards.

Nevada, with all her hard luck, has more valuable lands than
almost any other State in the Union, has water to apply to it, but
she can not put a dollar in it; and the States of Colorado, Utah,
Wyoming, Idaho, ete., are not in a condition to advance the money.
And we say the Government owning these lands, the Government
being interested now in building homes and plsnt'm;.lz its people on
homes out of these choked-up cities—that it can well afford to go
and put these lands in a shape that they will be subject to settle-
ment and put an expense on the party taking the lands that is
commensurate with the expenditures and let these lands be settled.
Now, in my district there are two great streams where, by an
expenditure of $2.000,000, you could cover 200,000 acres of land.
There is not an acre of that for which people will not be willing
to pay $1 per acre per annum for a period of ten years if you take
that water out of the deep canyons and spread it on the splendid
Uncompahgre and Grand valleys. They can not do it.

No corporations are going to do it, because the remuneration is
too far OE. The ditch which covers the little valley cost $250,000,
built by the Travelers’ Insurance Company; but it is paying a
small drvidend, and they say there is not enough profit, that the
investment is too slow to encourage capital.

Now we think, and think justly, that if these great arid-land
States were around the thickly populated centers of this country
there would be no question. Outside of Colorado and the arid
‘West there is not one in a thounsand who understands the con-
ditions; but every Government officer that has had the matter in
charge says there is but one way, and that is Governmentreclama-
tion for the sgle, and it does seem that the judgment of such
disinterested officials should be a trusty guide for our friends who
have not studied these questions.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts,
amendment, Mr, Chairman.

The Clerk read as follows:

Public road ingniries: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make in-

uiries in regard to the system of road management throughout the United
gt&tﬁs; to make investigationsin regard to the best methods of making,
and the best kind of road-making materials in the several States; the employ-
ment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required
in cenducting experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere; and in
mllatln%, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experi-
ments; traveling, and other necessary expenses, and for preparing and pub-
lishing bulletins and reports on this subject for distribution, and to enable
him to assist the agricultural colle and experiment stations in disseminat-
ing information on this subject, 20,000,

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer anamendment. Inline
20, after the word *investigations,” insert ‘‘ and experiments.”
In line 5, page 41, strike out the word * twenty” and insert * one
hundred and fifty.”

Mr. WADSWORTH. I raise a point of order on that. Itis
new legislation and increases the appropriations,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will state the amendment, so
that the Chair will understand it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 40, line 20, after the word *investigations,” insert the words “and
experiments; " on page 41, line §, strike out **twenty ™ and insert *one hun-
dred and fifty."”

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
South Carolina npon the point of order.

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, this section of this bill pro-
vides an appropriation of $20,000 for the purpose of experimentin
in road building, in employing experts to look after, seek out, an
find the best material in the sections where the roads are to be
built in the States. This expenditure of $20,000 in my judgment
is not sufficient to accomplish the objects sought to be obtained.
It will hire experts, establish a bureau of information, and prob-
ably equip an office, but it will not give one lesson in practical
road building. Whatshould be done is to not only furnish knowl-
edge in T building, but to furnish means by which sample
roads can be put in each State. My amendment provides that the
appropriation shall be increased to $150,000, instead of $20,000.

I withdraw the pro forma

The point of order can not lie. It is in accord with the section
brought in by the committee providing for $20,000 to be msed in
road experiments.

I want to say to the House, Mr. Chairman, that this appropria-
tion of $20,000 simply provides for a few experts and for a division
in the Agricunltural Department to examine the materials used in
the different parts of the United States, without one dollar of a;
propriation for experimental work. Now, I hold that this whole
provision ought to go out of this bill or we ought to appropriate
$150,000 and give some money for experiments. I sa; t if we
employ these men and pay them their salaries, that there shounld
be some provision made by which they can render some practical
service to the people of the different States.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman make a mo-
tion to strike out the appropriation?

Mr. LATIMER. No; I have moved to increase it to $150,000.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is that for the purpose of build-
ing a sample mile of road in each State in the Union?

Mr. LATIMER. That is the purpose.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman think that is
wise and in the line of good governmental policy?

Mr. LATIMER. If you appropriate $20,000 only, which will
mostly go in salaries to experts and make no provision to actually
operate with, it is a waste of money. Either you should strike
that section out of the bill or appropriate a sufficient sum to make
experiments.

r. ROBINSON of Indiana. I wish the gentleman had made a
‘E?tion to strike out the appropriation, but not to load it down in
is way.

atlr.? WADSWORTH. Now, will the Chair rule on the point of
order

The CHATRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle-
man from New York to the last five lines on page 40 of the bill;
that seems to provide for experiments.

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is true, Mr. Chairman; I had for-
gotten that provision. Mr. Chairman, the committee, in the first
place, has appropriated all the money estimated for by the Secre-
{ary of Agriculture—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wounld like to hear the gentle-
man from New York on the point of order,

Mr, WADSWORTH.! Iwillwithdraw the point of order. The
committee contends that all the National Government can do is to
agitate the matter of good roads and, if I may use the word,
preach economy of good roads; but I do not think they should go
into any State or Territory and build even sample roads. That is
a question that lies entirely with the locality. When you come to
the end of the agitation, if yon should cover the country with
sample roads, it comes down tinally to the ability of the people of
the locality to tax themselves to build these roads.

There are very few localities in the country that are willing to
tax themselves to the extent of three or five thousand dollars a
mile to build roads. Further than that, a dirt road is the best
road we can travel over for eight or nine months in the year. So
when you build a road costing three to five thousand dollars a
mile, a stone road, you build that for one-third or one-quarter of
the year only. Therefore the matter comes directly to the ability
of the locality to tax itself for these roads. What the Government
ought to do is to preach good roads, the economy of good roads,
and send men over the country to hold farmers’ institutes, tell
them all the facts, what the material is in certain localities, how
it can be found, and how the roads should be made. I want to
read an extract from a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture
which he wrote to me on January 11:

I 1 me the weight of onsibility in inin i
8150.0%] f::s;loads. l::r anyg otherm,ngxtgmﬁug Odlf: I:-?xudgl:fgﬂ?i ;0 n thtg

States, for the reason that we have no scientific working force fully organized
for the investigation of road material.

In other words, the Secretary is not ready for this work, He

gla}lt:g '1}:8 could not spend the money in a businesslike manner if
e it.

Mr, LATIMER. Iwant to askthe chairman of this committee
if he thinks it is right and proper o appropriate $20,000 fo keep a
few men in office, receiving good salaries, to go about the country
and yet got no practical results?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I deny that statement. I say the little
bureau established over there is doing a great deal of good. The
Secretary has divided the counfry into four sections, has four road
experts who travel over the country preaching good roads in these
sections, One is composed of the tern States, one of the South-
ern States, one of the prairie States, and one of the Rocky Moun-
tain States. These men are preaching good roads and doing good
work all over the United States. They are doing a good deal of
good, and I deny that they are not getting any practical results.

Mr. LATIMER. Mr, Chairman, I want to say, in reply to the
chairman of the committee, that if the object of this appropriation
is to aid in building good roads, then some adequate appropriation
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ghould be put in the bill upon which to operate in the different
States. If he thinks it is legitimate for Congress to pass an ap-
propriation of $20,000 to hire a few men to go over the count
and preach good roads, then I want them not only to preach g
roads but to actually practice road building, and to have the means
by which they can give the people an object lesson.

Mr. WADSWORTH. That isa matter I think the States ought

to do.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me a
question?

Mr. LATIMER. Yes.

Mr, HENRY of Connecticut. Have the Department officials
promised the gentleman from South Carolina that if he would
Efsbe for this amendment they would build a sample road in his

istriet?

Mr. LATIMER. Ihave no promise from the Department of-
ficials, and I repel the insinuation.

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Thatisallright. Ido notaccuse
the gentleman of it. I only asked the question.

Mr. LATIMER. Iam here to legislate in the interest of the
people, and spurn your insinuation by that question, I am here
contending tga.t if we do not propose to appropriate more than
§20,000, which simply means pay for the salary of a few men—
giving good offices to a few men—we ought to strike out that
£20.000. I hold that if we make the appropriation at all we ought
to put a sufficient appropriation in the bill to build sample roads
in each of the States of the Union, so that these gentlemen em-
ployed at good salaries may have some opportunity to show what
they know about good roads and give an object lesson to the peo-
ple of the different States.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Mr. Chairman, it has often
‘been said that the reductio ad absurdum is, when pertinent and
continuouns, the best argument in logic. In considering any sub-
ject of importance it is very frequently well for us to ask our-
selves some questions, and thereby solve a question. Let us in
this case ask ourselves this question: 1f the idea advocated by the
gentleman from South Carolina is adopted, how far is it to go,
where will it stop, and when, and how? How long & sample of
good roads shall you build in each State? How long shall they
continue to be ‘* samples” in each State?

If you build a mile as a “*sample ” in one part of each State,
can the gentleman give me any reason under the sun why we
should not build ancther mile for another sample in another part
of the State where the soil is different? And when we have built
2 miles, can the gentleman give us any reason why we should not
build a third in a third part of the State with yet a different sort
of soil? Then can the gentleman give me any reason, after we
have built 1 mile in each particular sortof soil in each State, why
we should not make 2 miles in each soil in each State? And then
can he give me any reason why there should not be 3 miles? And
then can he give me any reason why the National Government
should not go ahead and build all the roads? And then can the
gentleman give me any distinction between this resnlt at which
we shall have arrived and Coxeyism itself? [Laughter and ap-

lause. |

i} Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, as I take it, the purpose of the
pending amendment is to have experimentation. Now, I think
it can not be seriously contended that it will do any great good
for the Secretary of Agriculture to simply go around over this
country and gather information as to how roads are being built
and maintained. Thatinformation must necessarily be limited to
the locations where experiments have been and are being made.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit an
interruption?

Mr. FINLEY. Yes,

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman hasamistaken
idea in his mind. The Secretary of Agriculture is not only en-
gaged in gathering information, but alsoin spreading information.

Mr. FI%]LEY. I understand that.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, These people go wherever they
are called upon to go and act as supervisors of the work, showin

eople who are building roads at their own expense how to buil
fhem, what sort of material fo use, what angles to make, how to
drain the roads, and everything of that kind,

Mr. FINLEY, Iunderstand thatfully. But,after all, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, bound and limited as he is here, when he
finds an appropriation of only $20,000, can do nothing more, prac-
tically speaking, than to gather information as to the methods of
road making in the State of Pennsylvania, South Carolina, or
elsewhere in the United States. Any supervision by the Govern-
ment agents under such circumstances would be perfunctory.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it must be assumed, if this is all the Sec-
retary of Agriculture shonld do, then it is true that the methods
followed now in some of the States are the very best methods for
road building and repair that can possibly be inaugurated. I say

that herein lies the fallacy of the argument of gentlemen who
contend that this appropriation is sufficient.

From my standpoint there can be no greater undertaking on the
part of the National Government than to inaugurate a system of
investigation and experimentation which will give to the people
of every part of the United States information, accurate and val-
nable, as to how good roads can be built with the least expendi-
ture of money and economically maintained. Now, in some sec-
tions of the United States it may be that a dirt road on which is
laid a covering of petroleum is the best, in another sand on clay, in
another clay on sand, and in another a road with a bed of gravel
and stone may be best.

So after all we seek here to do what is done in many other De-
gartmcnts of the Government—give the people of the United

tates the benefit of statistics based npon experimentation. Isay
it is folly to go around and gather information as to what has
been done in certain localities nnless it is proven that the experi-
mentations now being pursued in various States have reached
perfection. I donot believe that it has. Therefore I am in favor
of the amendment——

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit me an inquiry?

Mr. FINLEY. Certainly.

Mr. KING. Does not my friend think that if we should make
elaborate appropriations for road experimentation, as he calls it,
the people after a while will begin to ask the Federal Government
to build the roads?

Mr. FINLEY. Idonot. Road building mustnecessarily be by
the States. Napoleon the Great has been given more credit than
any other man who ever lived in France for making that nation
what it has been and is; and the fact that he gave to France bet-
ter roads than any other nation of the world in his day, in my
opinion, made it possible for him to accomplish his great under-
takings to the extent he did.

Mr. KING. Does my friend see any parallel between Napoleon
Bonaparte's Government and our Republic, where we have a Fed-
eral Government of limited powers, with States exercising the
residue of power?

Mr, FINLEY. I say that wherever experimentation is neces-
sary for the best interests of the whole country, and it can not be
carried on efficiently by individuals or States, it should be taken
up by the General Government whenever it has the power and
authority to carry on the work,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, I move to amend
by striking out the last word. The purpose of this appropriation
ig, I think, in line with the views of the director, as stated in a
letter from him and as shown in an official statement of the ex-
penditures of this sum of $150,000.

Detailed estimate of expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902,

Ordinary expenses—salaries, office, and traveling
Salary of director - veeeciannn-
Two stenographers, $1,200 each ... Facr:
Salaries and expenses of 8 special agents, §2,000 each.
Eight road experts, §1.800each . __ . . .. ...
Traveling expenses and subsistence of experts, $00 each..
Eight practical road builders, §1,200 each . -.ccecceeeenn-.
Four scientific aids, $460 each ...
Pan-American Ex BIOD -~ o v mommn s e
South Carolina and West Indian Exposition
Machinery for object-lesson road building
Experiments.............-..
Bample roads in each State ... ...
Laboratory for the testing of road materials
Incidentalexpenses. . ... ... ._..__...C =
Expert in charge of laborator,
Freight on machinery for object-1es500 roads «coeececeeccccce nasnne cman
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These are the expenditures as detailed by an officer of the Gov-
ernment who is secking to get the aid of the members of this
House for the project of constructing * object-lesson” roads in
the various States. I submit that such roads can be discounted
by experts in every State, and that the construction of roads within
theﬂ?ts_ttes should be carried on under State, not under national,
authority.

The CHAIRMAN. The gquestion is on the amendment of the
gentleman from South Carolina,

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. KING. Now,Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph just read—I mean the entire section.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
WirLiams of Mississippi) there were—ayes 83, noes 64.

So the motion to strike out was rejected. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the purchase, pro
tion, and distribution of valuable seeds. bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cutt

and plants; theemployment of local and ial agents, cierks, assistants, an
other labor uired in the city of W ngton and elsewhere; transporta-

tion, paper, ne, gnm, printing, postal cards, and all n material
and Fi‘ tri the same, and mbuwﬂ

t

re for putting up and bu

inl ties adapted to their culture, §170,000, of which amount not more than
53, be expended

for labor in city of Washington, D. C., of which
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sum $5,000 shall be immediately available, and not less than $90,000 shall be
allotted for Congressional distribution.

Mr. CORLISS, Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer
at this point.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out all that portion of the bill beginnin, h
page 41, and ending grith line 17, pPage 44 3 Hoe s

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that that includes a
portion of the paragraph which has already been passed and a
portion not yet read.

Mr., CORLISS. I refer to the agraph relating to the pur-
chase and distribution of seeds. A & & ¥

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman’s motion would relate
to line 19 and to the end of that paragraph.

Mr. CORLISS. Very well. Then I ask that the amendment
be corrected to conform to that motion.

5 The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will make the necessary correc-
ions,

Mr. CORLISS. I do not care, Mr. Chairman, to occupy the
time of the committee in discussing if, but 1 contend that this
provision ought to go out of the bill. As an illustration of the
evil effect of the ngraph. I call your attention to a letter from
the Agricultural Department written to me to-day—or under date
of the 28th day of January and received to-day. He says:

I have the honor to state that 25 quart packages of gorghum seed will be
placed for distribution in your city.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what earthly good is the distribution of
sorghum seed in a municipal district like mine? Where would
the people plant them? B

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman might succeed in
trading them off for other seed or for documents which could be
distributed where these particular seeds are not needed.

Mr. CORLISS. Well, I am not in the trading business, Iam
not in the junk trade. I do not desire to trade in matters of this
kind. I go to the Department and ask a portion of the seeds for
my district, such as the people would like to have and such as
would be of some value to them, and the request is declined and
other seeds allotted to me that are of no practical use at all, I
submit that the appropriation should stop.

Again I call your attention to the fact that the appropriation
for the last five years has been increased §70,000 a year. You can

0 on, if you desire. I simply desire to enter my objection to this

egislation.

Mr. BROMWELL, Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word. [Cries
of “Vote!” “Vote!”] Oh, you may call for votes as much as you
please. I ask to be heard.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wait until the vote is taken on this propo-
sition.

Mr. BROMWELL. I can sif here as long as gentlemen crying
& Vo‘tiet” 1 can stay here as long as they can. I propose to be
heard.

As to the criticism of the gentleman from Detroit [Mr. CorLIss]
in regard to being unable to get the kind of seed he wants for his
district, I propose to reply to him by citing an amendment I shall
offer at the proper time and wish to have read now for the in-
formation of the House, and they can think it over for a few min-
utes before the vote is taken. 1 have had the same difficulty of
which the gentleman complains. I represent a city and an agri-
cultural district combined. And yet the appropriation of last
year made practically worthless my quota.

I got 8.800 garden seeds for distribution among from four to five
thousand of my agricultural constituents, while I got 400 packages
of flower seeds to be distributed among about 125,000 people. I

ropose to offer, at the proper time, an amendment which I agk to
Eave read, and because I think it will be seen to be a proper
amendment. The same proposition was enactzd in the Senate
some years ago, and I ask the insertion of the amendment I send
to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert in line 1, page 44, after the word " represents,” the following:

* _dnd provided further, That the relative proportion of vegetable, flower,
and other seeds allotted to any district shall be determined by the Secretary
of Agriculture in accordance with the written request of the Senator or
Representative of such district. filed with him at least sixty days prior tothe
time of advertising for the purchase of said seeds.”

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a provision
in this bill that the gnotas sent to the different Members and Sen-
ators shall be equal in valune. This amendment which I prffoae
to offer does not interefere with that, but it does permit any Mem-
ber or Senator, sixty days before the time for the advertisement
for the contracts for these seeds, to indicate in writing to the Sec-
retary of Agriculture what proportion of vegetable seedshe wants,
what proportion of flower seeds, what proportion of tobacco or
other seeds placed in the different quotas. nder this provision a

city district represented by a member on this floor ean obtain
flower seeds of equal value with the vegetable seeds distributed to
a gentleman representing an agricultural district. Or, if you rep-
resent a district that contains both city and farming constituents,
you can call for half flower seed and half agricultnral seed, or in
any other proportion that you choose to put it. Now, these writ-
ten requests going in sixty days before the advertisement for the
proposal will enable the Secretary of Agriculture to determine by
avery little caleunlation, which any clerk can make inside of forty-
eight hours, the different proportions of seeds required.

r. SHACKLEFORD. Does the gentleman's amendment say
sixty days?

Mr., BROMWELL. Sixty days before the advertisement for
the proposals. That gives ample time to make that request of the
Secretary and to have the tables made up so that he will know ex-
actly what to do, what kind of seeds will be required; and at the
Eroper time I shall ask to have this amendment considered. I

ope t.!éqg no member of the House will raise the point of order
against it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from
Ohio that the proper way would be to perfect the text of the par-
agraph before voting on the motion to strike it out.

Mr. BROMWELL. Itisnotanamendment to this section. It
1;5 a section farther along, to which I will offer it at the proper

ime.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment to line 20, page 41, and to line 11, page 42, and to line 18,

page 43.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania that some of these amendments relate to paragraphs
which have not yet been read. The bill has been read down to
and including line 8, page 42.

Mjl; ]‘SiIORRELL. Very well; I will wait antil the paragraph is
reached.

The CHATRMAN. The first amendment relates to a paragraph
which has been read. The Clerk will report that amendmesnt,

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 20, page 41, after the word * valuable," insert the words *and rare.”

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the
distribution of seeds and bulbs, but I am not in favor of the dis-
tribution of some 24,000,000 packages of ordinary seeds. I am
willing even to vote for the snggestion made by the gentleman
from South Carolina to double the appropriation, for the reason
that I believe anything that brings the great farming element,
which he so nobly defended, into closer relations with the Fed-
eral GGovernment 1s a good thinf:. It does not increase paternal-
ism, but increases patriotism, think, however, Mr. Chairman,
that we have departed from the original intent on of the Govern-
ment in the distribution of seeds. 1t was evidently the intention
of the Government that such seeds should be distributed snitable
tg different localities which counld not be obtained by those living
there. .

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest to the gentleman that he use the
word **new” instead of ‘‘rare.” The original act used the word
“rare,” and if seeds are new they will be valuable.

Mr. MORRELL, Well, I will accept the amendment, so that
it will read, ‘* new and valuable.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires
to modify his amendment.

Mr. CORLISS. Let me suggest tothe gentleman that the word
“rare " was in the act as originally passed.

Mr. MORRELL. The gentleman from Michigan suggests that
the word ““ rare” was in the original act. That is exactly what I
want to impress u the members of this House, that we are not
following out the intention of the Government when we distrib-
ute ordinary vegetable seeds and garden seeds. I think I prefer
to have my amendment stated in the original form.

Mr,. LATIMER. Beforewe vote on the motion to strike out—

Mr. MORRELL. Iam notaware that I have yielded the floor.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought the gentleman had
yielded the floor. The gentleman has two minutes left.

Mr. MORRELL. Ishould like simply to state that in the dis-
tribution of rare seeds we not only encourage the growers of seeds,
but we encourage those to whom we send them. We increase
their enthusiasm in the pursuit of agriculture and they are
anxious to vie with each other in seeing what those seeds will
produce. Thatis all T have to say, Mr. Chairman. For the rea
sons which I have stated, I should like to have the word ¢ rare*
inserted after the word ** valuable.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert, in line 20, page 41, after the word * valuable,” the words * and rare.!

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendmeni
t?tt.his”section, in line 3, on page 42, to strike out *‘ one” and insert
“two.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that amendment
is in order until the other amendment has been voted on.

Mr. LATIMER. My understanding was that we were to per-
fect the puragraph before the motion to strike out was voted on.

The CHAIRMAN. A motion has been made to strike out.
Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania has moved to amend the
text. That takes precedence. After that is voted on,the amend-
ment of the gentleman will be in order.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move to close all debate on the motion
to strike out and on the amendment of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania.

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the motion?

Mr. WADSWORTH. The motion of Mr. CORLISS.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York =mioves to
close all debate on the paragraph and amendments,

The guestion was taken, and the motion was agreed to,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. CORLISS. I would like to accept that.

Mr. GROSVENOR. You can not accept it.

Mr. KING, I ask that the amendment be re

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the
port the amendment.

The amendment was again reported.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHATRMAN. The question now is on the motion to strike

out.

Mr. LATIMER. I want to offer an amendment to the section,
Mr. Chairman. On page 42, line 3, strike out ‘* one” and insert
“two;” page 42, line 4, strike out *‘ thirty ” and insert ‘* forty;”
in line 7 strike out ‘‘ninety" and insert ‘‘one hundred and

e.i h .l!
%[‘htg CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

On 42, line 8, strike out ‘‘one ™ and insert * two; " in line 4 strike out
“thirty " and insert ** forty;" in line 7 strike out “ninety " and insert ‘“‘one
hundred and eighty.”

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment. All
debate has been closed on the gamg'raph and amendments.

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the
noes appeared to have if.

Mr. LATIMER. Division!

The committes divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 74,

Mr. LATIMER. Tellers, Mr. Chairman!

The question was taken, and tellers were ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York, Mr. WaDs-
WORTH, and the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr, LATIMER,
will act as tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59,
noes 79,

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion to strike
out the paragraph.

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. CORLISS. Division!

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 98,

So the amendment was rejected,

The Clerk read as follows:

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend the said
sum, as ne&rh{ as fra.ctica le, in the purchase and distribution of such valu-
able seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he can
obtain at public or private sale, and such as shall be suitable for the respec-
tive localities to which the same are to be apportioned, and in which sameare
to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such seed so purchased shall in-
clude a variety of vegetable and flower seeds, suitable for planting and cul-
ture in the various sections of the United States. An equal ‘i)ropnrtion of
two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants shall,
upon their request, after due notification by the Secretary of Agriculture
that the allotment to their respective districts is ready for distribution, be
supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for dis-

ition among their constituents, or mailed by the Department upon the
roceipt of their addressed franks; and the person receiving such seeds shall
be regaested to inform the Department of the results of the experiments
therewith: Provided, Thatall seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings hereinallotted
to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution re-
maining uncalled for on the lst of A&. shall be distributed by the SBecretar
of Agriculture, giving preference to those persons whose names and ad-
dresses have been furnished by Senators and Representatives in Congress,
and who have not before, during the same season, been supplied by the De-
rtment: And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided
n this act, the place, quandity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of
urchase; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the
gacrst.ary of Agricnlture from sending to those who apm for the
same. And the amount herein appropriated shall not be diver or used
for any other purpose but for the pur pro i and distribution of
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, sh.nﬁ)a. vines, cut'ﬁinﬁ and plants: Provided,
however, That npon each envelope or wrapper con imn%gcacmkagea of geeds
the contents thereof shall be plainly indicated, and the tary shall not
e to any Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds enfirely unfit
limate and locality he represents, but shall distribute the same so
that each member may have seeds of equal value, as near as may be, and the
best adapted to the locality he represents: also, That the seeds
allotted to Senatorsand Representatives for distribution in the districts em-

rted.
lerk will again re-

braced within the twenty-fifth and thirty-second parallels of latitude shall
be ready for delivery on the 10th day of January, or at the earliest practi-
cable time thereafter: Provided further, That mtlfi) of the sum thus appro-
priated, or so much thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall direct,
may be used to collect, purchase, test, proj te, and distribute rare and
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign
countries for experiments with reference to their introduction into this
country; and the seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, am‘i,&ﬂa.nta thus
collected, purchased, tested, and propagated shall not be included in general
distribution. but shall be used for experimental tests, to be carried on with
the cooperation of the agriculbural experiment stations.

Mr. BROMWELL. My, Chairman, I offer the amendment
which I referred to a few moments ago, and which I will ask the
Clerk to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert, in line 1, 2 44, after " represents,” the following:

Provided further, That the relative proportion of vegetable, flower, and
other seeds allotted ‘to any district shall be determined by the Secretary of
Agriculture in accordance with the written request of the Senator or Repre-
sentative of such district filed with him at least sixty days prior to the time
of advertisement for the purchase of snch seed.”

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr, Chairman, I donotknow thatitisnec-
essary for me to add anything to what I have already said. Itisen-
tirely Fra.ctical and permits each member to indicate to the Secre-
tary of Agriculture justwhat he wants in the distribution of thess
seeds. If one member wants all agricultural seeds, he can get it;
if he wants to get all his gquota in flower seeds, he can get that; or
if he wants to get one part of it one and one part of it the other,
he can get it that way by sending this written request to the Sec-
retary of Agriculture sixty days prior to the advertising for the
contract.

Mr. HULL. One question. Suppose that the Representatives
forget to write to the Secretary of Agriculture. Where are they?

Mr. BROMWELL. Then he would distribute them just as he
does now. This permits Members or Senators to do it this way.
They are not compelled to do it, and if they do not do it he can
distribute the seed just as now, according to his discretion.

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a

uestion? [Cries of ‘“Vote!”] Does your amendment give you
the right to ask the Secretary of Agriculture to give you a partic-
ular kind of seed?

Mr, BROMWELL. It does not.

Mr. GAINES. It leaves him entirely at liberty in that.

Mr. BROMWELL. Justas he is now entirely at liberty. The
only thing is this: Yon say, I want seven-tenths of my quota in
vegetable seed, two-tenthsin flower seed, and one-tenth in tobacco
seed; or yousay, I want ten-tenths in vegetable seed, ten-tenthsin
flower seed, or in any other proportion you choose. All that is
necessary to carry out this matter will be for the Secretary of Ag-
riculture to send out to each member a blank, *‘ Please notify the
Department on this blank the proportion of vegeiable, flower,and
other seed you desire in the next allotment,” and then have a
blank of the allotment in tenths, and he could go on and give in
one line flower seed, in another vegetable, tobacco, or lawn grass,
or whatever he seeks, on each line: and when you have it filled
up, send it to the Secretary of Agriculture, and the clerks go to
work and send them out. They are to be equal in value, so that
no one gets any advantage over another. [Cries of ** Vote!”]

Mr., WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, it seems to me
the gentleman from Ohio has forgotten one important fact in con-
nection with his amendment. These various seeds are of various
prices as well, and in proportion as gentlemen from the cities
call for an increased allotment of high-priced flower seeds—for ex-
ample, calling for seven-tenths of their allotment fo be in flower
seeds—the amount left to be devoted to the purchase of garden
and field seed is decreased. The Secretary has a certain amount
of money only with which to buy all seeds, and therefore he will
be required to buy less seeds than he does now, as more tobacco,
flower, and other higher priced seeds are purchased. Just in pro-
portion as he is compelled by this call or allotment to buy higher

riced seeds he is compelled to buy less of the lower priced seeds.
%olw, these lower priced seeds are vegetable seeds, which are of
utility—

Mr. BROMWELL, What utility are they in the cities or sub-
urban districts?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will come tothatina moment;
let me finish what I was saying, So the effect of the gentleman’s
amendment will be to reduce the quota, both in value and amount,
of gentlemen who come from the rural districts, who need garden
seed, by taking a larger share for members who come from the
city districts—i. e., a larger share in money value.

Now, the gentleman complains that the city districts do not get
the benefit of the seed distribution. As faras I am concemeg, I
never have seen why they shounld send vegetable seeds to the city
districtsatall. Thisis a distribution supposed to be for the benefit
of agriculture. There is no agriculture on the Bowery in New
York; there is no agriculture on the streets of Chicago. I think
one improvement that ought to be made is to cut off the quota
of ﬁrardan and field seed that goes to the cities altogether.

. BROMWELL., In every one of the cities there are plenty
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of homes that have a little
where they use flower see
corn—

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman would get
his flower and lawn-grass seed,and can exchange his corn and
beans now, with present methods, for lawn-grass and flower seeds
with gentlemen from the rural districts.

Mr. BROMWELL. Ihaveahundred packages of tobacco seeds
and I have not a tobacco grower in my district. I have turned it
into the Agricnltural Department, to go to other districts where
they do raise tobacco.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate
on this paragraph be closed.

The motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
BroumwELL) there were 33 ayes and 77 noes.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment
which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided further, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized
to make such further reorganization of his Department as will in his judg-
ment be conducive to the interests of the public service: And provided fur-
ther, That the total expenditure shall not exceed the aggregate amount
hereby appropriated.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point
of order on that.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to be beard, Mr. Chairman, on the
point of order. h

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be heard.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts
state what is his point of order?

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It changes existing law by
conferring authority on the Secretary of Agriculture which he
has not now.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will refer the Chairman to the original
act, section 4, chapter 72, of the Revised Statutes at Large, 1862:

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the Commissioner of Agriculture
shall appoint a chief clerk, with a salary of §2,000, who, in all cases doring the
necessary absence of the Commissioner, or when the said principal office
shall become vacant, shall perform the duties of the Commissioner—

Now here is what I want to call particular attention to—

and he shall appoint such other employees as Congress may from time to
time provide, with salaries corresponding to the salaries of similar offices in
other Departments of the Government; and he shall, as Congress may from
time to time provide, employ other persons, for such time as their services
may be needed, including chemists, botanists, entomologists, and other per-
gons skilled in the natural sciences pertaining to agriculture.

The act is just as broad as the heavens are high and the earth

is deep.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gen-
tleman to the fact that the act says *‘as Congress may from time
to time provide.” How can Congress provide except by legisla-

tion?

Mr. LIVINGSTON (reading)—

The Secretary of Agriculture is also authorized to employ in the Depart-
ment assistants and other persons and to fix their pay and compensation
frt:‘gm various general appropriations madein the acts making appropriations,
etc.

That power is already given him by law; my amendment sim-
ply recites the fact here at the close of thebill. The act of March
3, 1893, repeats the provision of the original act on this subject.
The only effect of my amendment is to give the Secretary discre-
tionary power to arrange his officers in the different bureans
within the appropriations already provided in the bill. It does
not change the appropriations. It can not change the law. The
law now gives him that latitude. My amendment simply makes
it specific in this particular place. The gentleman has made a
point of order in my opinion without knowing—I say it with all
respect to him—anything abont the original act which constituted
this Department.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1 move that the committee rise and re-
port the bill and amendments to the House, with the recommenda-
tion that the bill as amended be passed.

Mr. JONES of Washington. There was one paragraph passed
yesterday on which a point of order was reserved.

The CHAIRMAN, According to the recollection of the Chair,
the point of order was sustained.

Mr., JONES of Washington. The provision to which I refer is

g;u'den spot in front, or in the rear,
, but they can not use beans or

on page 8. That pN:_uagraph was to be returned to.
e CHATRMAN, Yes; the Chair thinks there was a paragraph
to be returned to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think that is right. The paragraph to
which the gentleman refers is:

For the purchase of a site and the erection of a small brick and wood build-
ing at each of the following-named places, for use of the Weather Bureaun,

and for all necessary labor, materials, and expenses, plans and specifications
to be prepared and approved by the Secretary of Agriculture, and work done
under the supervision of the Chief of Weather Bureau, namely: Atlantic
City, N. J., $6,000; Hatteras, N. C., 5,000, etc.

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph, according to the recollec-
tion of the Chair, went out on a point of order.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I explained the matter this morning to
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Corriss] who made the point
of order. These items are simply in some cases for the repairs of
old buildings and in some cases for the construction of new build-
ings for the use of the Weather Bureau. They are absolutely
necessary for the proper administration of that Burean. I hope
the gentleman from Michigan will withdraw his point.

Mr. CORLISS. In view of the explanation ofp‘zhe gentleman
from New York, I withdraw the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws
the point of order, and, without objection, the paragraph will be
considered as reinserted in thebill. The Chair hearsnoobjection.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Irenew my motion that the committee
rise and report the bill as amended to the House with the recom-
mendation that it pass.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having
taken the chair as S;;‘eaker pro tempore, Mr. PAYNE reported that
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18801) makin
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fisca
year ending June 30, 1902, had directed him to report the same
back with several amendments, with the recoommendation that
the amendments be agreed to and the bill as amended passed.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Imove the previous question on the bill
and amendments to final passage.

The motion was agreed to; and the previous question was
accordingly ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
any amendment?

Mr. KING. I ask a separate vote upon the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded on
any other amendment? If not, the vote will be taken on all the
other amendments in gross.

The gquestion being taken, the amendments reported from the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with
the exception of that on which Mr, KiNnG demanded a separate
vote, were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ?uestion is mow upon the
amendment on which the gentleman from Utah [Mr. KiNG] has
demanded a separate vote. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding, after line 2, page 39, the following:

** Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be available for the
Agricultural College of Utah until E{;e ecretary of Agriculture shall be
satisfled, and shall so certify the Becretary of the ry, that no trustee,
officer, instructor, or employee of said college is engaged in the practice of
polygamy or polygamons relations."

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for
by Mr. KiNg)—ayes 19, noes 6.

So the amendment was rejected.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the
last vote was laid on the table.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXT1V, Senate bills of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro-
priate committees as indicated below:

S. 5326. An act granting a pension to Maggie Alice Brady—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

8. 5586. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. Town-
send—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. %

8. 5507. An act granting a pension to Mary Prisecilla Allen, now
Barry—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

8. 5505. An act granfing a pension to Kate M. Scott—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 1065. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie Lee
Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

ENROLLED EILLS SIGNED,

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol-
lowinﬁ titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 9762, An act directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost
check drawn by E. B. Atwood, lieutenant-colonel and deputy
Euartennaster-general United States Army, in favor of Alfred C.

H.'R. 5853, An act granting a pension to Mary Black; and
H. R. 8856. An act amending the act of August 15, 1894, entitled

Is a separate vote demanded on
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“An act making appropriations for current and contingent ex-
penses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaties and stipu-
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1895,” and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER announced his signiture to enrolled bills of the
following titles:

8. 1394, An act for the relief of Bvt. Col, Thomas P. O'Reilly;

8. 5385. An act to amend an act entitled **An act to incorporate
the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Colum-
bia;”

S. 55383. An act extending the time for the commencement and
completion of the bridge across the Missouri River at or near
QOacoma, S, Dak.; and )

S. 8880. An act granting an increase of pension to Americus V.
Rice.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence is granted to
Mr. GRAHAM, on account of a death in his family.

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 5 o'clock and 45 min-
utes p. m.), the House adjourned,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi-
cations were taken from the Speaker’s tableand referred as follows:

A letter from the president of the Capital Traction Company,
transmitting a statement of the receipts and expenditures and a
list of stockholders for the year ending December 31, 1900—to the
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed,

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from
the Chief of Engineers relating to losses of property belonging to
Messrs. H. B. Riden and William W. Thompson—to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows:

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13633)
to amend section 4472 of the Revissd Statutes so as to permit the
transportation by steam vessels of gasoline and other products of
petrolenm when carried by motor vehicles (commonly known as
automobiles) when used as source of motive power, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2565); which
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, from the Committee on Elections No. 1,
to which was referred the contested-election case of James A.
Walker vs. William F. Rhea, from the Ninth Congressional dis-
trict of Virginia, reported a resolution, No. 397, accompanied by
areport (No. 2566); which said resolution and report were referred
to the House Calendar,

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10454) to amend
section 1 of an act entitled ‘*An act to amend sections 5191 and
5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other

urposes,” reported the same without amendment, accompanied
Ey a report (No. 2567); which said bill and report were referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13782) to author-
ize the Bradshaw Mountain Railroad Company to construct a
railroad through forest reserve and public lands of the United
States in Yavapai County, Ariz., to Crowned King and other min-
ing camps in said county, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2568); which said bill and report
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13865)
relative to the suit instituted for the protection of the interests of
the United States in the Potomac River Flats, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2569); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 18108) to amend an act to regulate gas
works, approved June 23, 1874, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2570); which said bill and
report were referred to the House Calendar.

r. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12513) to provide
for the establishment of a port of delivery at inaw, Mich., re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
25'3215 which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal-
endar.

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, fo
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8, 5404) to extend the
privileges provided by an act entiled ** An act to amend the stat-
utes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods,
and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, as amended, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 2575); which said bill and report were referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered
to %hﬁ Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House,
as follows:

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18673) grant-
ing a pension to Christina Heitz, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2538); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to Katy Kurth,
reported the same with amendment, accomFanied by a report
(No. 2539); which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13725) granting a
pension to Emily Sullivan Knight, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a raf;in (No. 2510); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

r. SHAW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12545) granting an in-
crease of pension to William M. Strope, reported the same with-
ont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2541); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13556)
granting an increase of pension to William H. Shaffer, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2542);
which said biil and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 13386) granting a
pension to Martin Uehlein, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2548); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13320) granting a pension to Grotius N.
Udell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re-
port (No. 2544); which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12039) granting
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Kerstetter, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2545); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13617
granting an increase of pension to George 'W. Parker, reporte
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2516);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. GIBSON. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, o which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13568) granting an in-
crease of pension to James Hickey, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2547); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12813) grantin
increase of pension to William Rea, reported the same wit
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2548); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

My, SULLOWAY, from the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12634) granting a
pension to Helen M. Evans, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2549); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12507) granting
an increase of pension to Ezekiel Dawson, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2550); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12405) granting an in-
crease of pension to Samuel Briscoe, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2551); which said bill
and report were

erred to the Private Calendar.
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Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12280) granting
a pension to Emil Frank, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2552); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12273) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Frederick A. Condon, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2553); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 10857) granting an increase of peunsion to
Theophile A. Dauphin, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a reporf (No. 25564); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10759) granting a pen-
sion to Margaret M. Walker, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No, 2555); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 10169) for the re-
lief of Betsey Jones, widow of Joseph Jones, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 2556); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SHA'W, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. §330) granting a pension
to Emma B. Taber, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2557); which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9075) to pension
Charles Dalrymple, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a re%ort (No. 2558); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. . 7095) to pension
Jane Hunter, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 2559); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5615) for the relief of
Margaret A. Stuart, of Mount Vernon, Tenn., reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2560); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3648) to increase the pen-
sion of Charles W. Little, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2561); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 1533) for the relief of Peter T. Norris,
reported the same with amendment, aocomps.nied by a report
(No. 2562); which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Hounse (H. R. 1176) granting a pension to Justus Can-
field, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re-

ort (No. 2563); which said bill and report were referred to the
%riva.te Calendar.

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8636) for the
relief of the heirs of William Freeman, reported in lieu thereof a
resolution (H. Res. 396), accompanied by a report (No. 2564);

which said resolution and report were referred to the Private | 88T

Calendar.

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11089) for
the relief of George W. King, of Washington, D, C., reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2571) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 18068) to waive and release all claims of
the United States by way of escheat to the real estate in the Dis-
trict of Columbia of which Patrick Kavanagh or his sons,
Charles W. Kavanagh and William Eavanagh, died siezed, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 2573); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri-
vate Calendar.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. JENKINS, from the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia, fo which was referred the bill of
the House (H. R. 10819) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser, re-
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 25672);
which said bill was ordered to lie on the table,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bhill g.‘[l R. 13651) re-
leasing unto W. J. Cosgrove, Mary Cosgrove, ry Ellen Cos-
grove, and Annie Cosgrove any rights the Uni States ma;
haveincertainlands in Pensacola, Fla.; and the same was referr
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS
INTRODUCED.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
(f)fl Itha following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13928) to amend an act of
Congress approved June 19, 1878, entitled **An act regnlating ex-
emptions in the District of Columbia”—to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 13929) to establish a national
military park at Washington's Crossing, New Jersey and Pennsyl-
vania—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 13930) for the payment of travel
allowances, on discharge from the Volunteer Army, to certain
officers and enlisted men who reentered the military service of the
United States in the Philippine Islands—to the Committes on
Military Affairs,

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 13931) to authorize
certain municipal improvements in the District of Columbia—to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13932) for the establishment of a
life-saving station on Bogue Banks, near Beaufort Inlet, North
Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. TOMPEKINS: A bill (H. K. 13933) to prevent and punish
desecration of the flag of the United States—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 13943) to authorize the estab-
lishment at Corpus Christi, Tex., of a station for the investigation
of problems connected with marine fishery interests on the South
Atlantic coast—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 13847) increasing the limit of
cost of certain public buildings, and for other purposes—to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a resolution of the senate of Nebraska, favoring bill pro-
viding for schools of mines in States where not already estab-
lished—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
}hﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 13934) granting a pension to
Mzrs. Catherine Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 13¢35) for the relief of Robert
B. Stubbs—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 18936) granting a pension to
Mrs. Helen A. B, Du Barry—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13937) to reimburse Myron
C. Tice—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R.13938) grantinga pension to Patience
L. Rosa Archer—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13939) granting an increase of
pension to John Brown—to the Committeee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R, 13940) for the relief of Mrs. Mar-
et Thompson—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18941) for the relief of the heirsof Robert L}
Martin—to the Committes on War Claims.

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R, 13942) for the relief of Thomas
Whittaker—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 13044) to remove the charge of
desertion from the military record of Thomas F. Lindersmith—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13045) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Charles Rankart—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13946)
the relief of J. W. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ?etitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Journeymen Bricklayers’ Asso-
ciation of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of Senate bill No. 727, known
as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheriea.

By Mr. BARTLETT: Protest of the Forsythe Mercantile Com-
pany, J. J. Cater, T. E, Fletcher, S. D. Mobley, J. A. Huddleston,

for
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and 80 other citizens of Forsythe, Ga., against the establishment
of the parcels-post system—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of citizens of Alaska, for the construe-
tion of Government telegraph line and road from Port Valdes to
Eagle (Fort Egbert), Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, resolution of the Boulder Medical Society, of Boulder, Colo.,
favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 5083, increasing the pension
of Charles Ambrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of citizens of Colorado Springs and Georgetown,
Colo., favoring anti-polyfamy amendment to the Constitution—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of Frances Willard Union and United Presby-
terian Church of Colorado Springs, and Methodist Episcopal
Church of Hooper, Colo., and others, for the protection of native
races in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to the Com-
mittee on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Concord quarterly meeting of the
Religious Society of Friends at Westchester, Pa., for peace with
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Josiah Strong, president
of League for Social Service, favoring antit-'golggamy amendment
to the Uonstitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of H. M. Miller and 7 other citizens
of Detroit, Mich., in favor of irrigation for the benefit of the Pima
and Papago Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Helen A. B. Du Barry, of the
District of Columbia, for relief—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, FARIS: Petition of C.D. Renick and 72 other citizens
of Rockville, Ind., favoring the r of stamp tax on checks,
drafts, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of citizens of Maplewood, N. J.,
remonstrating against any changg either of postmaster or location
of office at that place—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

Also, petitions of T. H, Tomlinson and other citizens of Plain-
field, N. J., in behalf of Patrick Reville,a suspended letter car-
rier—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petitions of citizens of Summit, Elizabeth, and of the
Eighth gressional district of New Jersey, in favor of an amend-
ment to the Constitution against polygamy, and other reform
measures—to the Committee on the Judiciary. = )

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of the Women's Christian Associa-
tion of Omaha, Nebr., in favor of an amendment to the Constitu-
tion against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolutions of Journeymen Bricklayers’
Association of Philadelghia, Pa., in favor of Senate bill No. 727,
known as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief
of Margaret A, Thompson, of Portsmouth, Va.—to the Committee
on Claims.

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 13413, for the relief of
the heirs of Robert GGreen, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Henry Shultz and
73 others, of Lima, Ind., in favor of the anti-polygamy amend-
ment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of Women’s Home and Foreign
Missionary Society of Freeport, N. Y., favoring provision for an
adequate and permanent supplyof water for the Pima and Papago
Indians—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

Also, petition of citizens of Yaphank, N. Y., favoring legisla-
tion prohibiting the sale of intoxicants to dependent peoples—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ;

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill
No. 11278, for the relief of John G. Shacklett—to the Committee
on War Claims.

By Mr. TERRY: Affidavits of Thomas Whittaker, M. P. Blair,
S. Bryson, P. H. Browy, and Mrs, M. S. Ray, to accompany House
bill for the relief of Thomas Whittaker, of Logan County, Ark.—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, THAYER: Petition of Isaac Proutty & Co., of Spencer,
Mass., for the repeal of the tax of 15 per cent ad valorem on im-
ported hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of J, B, Lippincott Company, of Phil-
adlephia, Pa., in favor of the continuance of the present law re-
lating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Orphanage of Philadel-
phia, Pa., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitu-
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Motor Vehicle Power Company, of Phila-
delphia, Pa., urging the passage of Senate bill No. 5427, relating
to the use of gasoline as a method of propulsion—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, January 31, 1901,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBURN, D. D,

Ttl}: Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings,

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the farther
reading of the Journal be dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. ALLEN. Iobject.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

The Secretary resnmed the reading of the Journal, and was in-
terrupted by

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the further reading of the Journal
be dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks
unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be

dispensed with. Is there objection?
r. ALLEN. I object.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

- The lSecretary resumed and concluded the reading of the
ournal,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Journal
stands approved.

BRUNSWICK RIVER (NORTH CAROLINA) IMPROVEMENT,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to
a resolution of the 25th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engi-
neers, United States Army, reporting an estimate made b ]
local engineer officer, Capt. Eo%' Van C. Lucas, Corps of %‘n i-
neers, of $1,000 for the work of removing an obstruction at the
mouth of the Brunswick River, North Carolina; which, with the
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce,
and ordered to be printed.

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims relating to the
vessel ship Rebecca, George Nowell, master; which, with the ac-
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and
ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Na-
tional Live Stock Association, remonstrating against the enact-
ment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and
sale of oleomargarine; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union of Fayette County, Ill,, praying for the enactment of
legislation to prevent the sale of firearms, intoxicants, etc., in the
islands of the Pacific; which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations,

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of 700 citizens of Colorado,
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the leasing of
Ele Iéublic lands; which was referred to the Committee on Pu%lic

ands.

Mr. KENNEY presented a petition of the Historical Society of
Delaware, praying that an appropriation be made for the purchase
of the Valley Forge ca.mpinf ground for use as a national military
ie%er'vat.ion; which was referred to the Commiftee on Military

airs.

Mr. GALLINGER I?resented a petition of sundry citizens of
North Londonderry, N. H,, praying for the adoption of an amend-
ment to the Constifution to prohibit polygamy; which was re-
ferred to the Committeeon the J ndicia.rg.

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Michi-
gan, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu-
tion to ‘})rohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of White Lake,
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to promote the
efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving
of life from shipwreck; which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce,

He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufactur-
ers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of the Detroit
branch of the National League of Commission Merchants, of De-
troit, Mich,, praying for the repeal of the revenue-stamp tax on
bank checks, telegraph messages, and express receipts; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also &)reaented the petition of William H. Gore, of Detroit,
Mich., and a petition of the United Brotherhood of Leather
‘Workers of Flint, Mich., &Jrayin for the enactment of legislation
to regulate the hours of daily la%or of workmen and mechanics,
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